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ABSTRACT 
This study deals with the merchants of Gujarat during the period of 
Mughal rule from 1572 to c. 1750, the study seeking to embrace their social 
composition, economic stratification, business practices, relations with other 
groups and foreign companies, and connections with the state apparatus. 
The two major merchant communities of Gujarat, the Baniyas and 
Bohras are first studied^(Chapter I). The Baniyas were the most numerous and 
versatile of all the merchant communities during our period and have been 
amply described by contemporary Dutch, English and French observers. The 
Muslim Bohras of Gujarat also engaged in oceanic commerce, shipping and 
overseas trade. 
Merchants with large capital lived in towns, which provided them with 
labour and markets. In Chapter II, an account is offered of Ahmadabad which 
was both collecting and distributing centre of various goods. The Gujarat ports 
also were important during the period for both coastal and oceanic commerce. 
It is shown how their links with their hinterland were helped by the 
development of a new route via Burhanpur which, passing entirely through the 
imperial territory, led to Agra. 
In reconstructing mercantile history, biographies help us by offering 
pictures of how particular individuals could function in the environment of the 
time. Chapter III contains biographies of three eminent merchants of their time, 
viz. Shantidas Sahu, Virji Vohra and Mulla Abdul Ghafur, all of whom 
amassed huge fortunes and controlled extensive trading networks. An attempt 
has been made to assemble whatever information we have on their business 
activities as well as social and political roles. 
Merchants' property consisted not only of cargo and ships, but also of 
other forms of wealth, such as houses and real estate. This aspect is examined 
in Chapter IV, with much use of Persian documents. 
Ashin Das Gupta introduced to us Gujarati merchants operating in the 
Red Sea. In Chapter V, that study is supplemented by one of the activities of 
Gujarati merchants in the Indonesian archipelago, together with their relations 
with the Dutch Copany, which involved both collaboration and conflict. 
In Chapter VI we shift to foreign merchants trading in Gujarat. Since 
the annals of the English in Gujarat have already been well reconstructed, the 
chapter deals mainly with the Dutch, concentrating on the farmans issued to the 
Dutch by Shahjahan, surviving in a volume of Mughal documents, though not 
known from Dutch records. Among the Asian merchants, the Turkish 
merchants (Challebis) became quite prosperous and powerfiil at Surat during 
our period and an account of them is also offered here. 
Chapter VII seeks to develop a description of the cultural milieu of the 
Gujarati merchants, their social customs and values and lifestyle. 
In the final chapter VIII, the relations between the Mughal 
administration and the merchants are examined. Information has been collected 
regarding the degree of protection offered to merchants by the state and the 
extent of interdependence between the merchants and the administration. 
In the Conclusion a discussion is attempted of the relevance of our 
information to previously propounded views about the commercial classes in 
the Mughal Empire. It also contains, as a prelude to this discussion, a summary 
of the new evidence the thesis has presented. 
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Introduction 
INTRODUCTION 
The Mughal conquest of Gujarat in 1572 undoubtedly had far reaching 
consequences for the province as well as the Empire. The northern and western 
regions of India were now politically integrated, and this could naturally pave 
the way for a further degree of economic integration. Gujarat, already 
commercially important, could now exploit a much larger and expanding 
hinterland. On its part, Gujarat was already the most urbanized area in the 
Empire, which is evident from the fact that about 1595, approximately 19 per 
cent of its revenue resources were realized from urban taxation.' 
Tome Pires in his account of the Indian Ocean commerce early in the 
sixteenth century highlighted the importance of Gujarat ports which were 
linked to the ports of West Asia, viz. Aden and Hormuz, and to Malacca and 
Achin in south-east Asia.^ The ports of Gujarat had for centuries served as 
entrepots for the flow of goods mainly textiles, silk, cotton and indigo, drawn 
from their own rich hinterland comprising a large extent of territory in northern 
and western India, and shipped to ports in the Persian Gulf and the Red Sea. 
These Gujarati ports were also the procurement points for bullion and horses 
imported from Basra, Hormuz and Mokha. 
Gujarat had also developed many manufacturing centers like 
Ahmadabad, Surat, Baroda and Broach. Generally they produced cotton 
textiles, while silk-weaving was especially carried on at Ahmadabad. The main 
1 . Shireen Moosvi, 77?^  Economy of the Mughal Empire, c. 1595: A Statistical Study, Delhi, 1987, 
pp. 315-16. 
2 . Tome Pires, The Suma Oriental of Tome Pires: An Account of the East from the Red Sea to 
Japan, trans. Arnando Cortasao, London, 1944,1, p. 42. 
indigo production centre was Sarkhej. Gujarat also had a variety of other 
handicraft industries. 
There is a broad consensus among historians that Gujarat evolved 
cultural elements which distinguished it from most of the other regions in the 
Indian sub-continent. These elements have been identified as a particular style 
of business culture."* The commercial pre-eminence this gave to Gujarat is 
shown by an interesting observation by Francois Pyrard, a French traveller who 
visited Gujarat in 1608. He said : 
"The language of all those countries, as also of all others 
belonging to the Grand Mogor, and of Bengala, and those 
neighbouring thereto, is the Guzerati language, which is 
most widespread and useful, being understood in more 
places than any other Indian tongue".^  
The Gujarat! merchant and his world in the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries form a relatively neglected area in modem studies. Merchants were, 
however, important agents in the economic, political, social and cultural life of 
Mughal India. They deserve rather greater attention than they have received so 
far from historians. The purpose of this study is to bridge part of this gap, to 
whatever modest a degree. 
In this study of Merchants of Gujarat 1572-1750,1 take up biographies 
of three eminent merchants of their time, namely, Shantidas Sahu, Virji Vohra 
and Mulla Abdul Ghafur, and deal with their methods of conducting business. 
Part of the reason I take them up is that being eminent, our sources tend to shed 
3 . See Irfan Habib, Atlas of the Mughal Empire, Sheet 7B and notes for that sheet, where 
references would be found. 
4 . Makrand Mehta, Indian Merchants and Entrepreneurs in Historical Perspective, Delhi, 1991, p. 
n. 
5 . Cf Indian Merchants and Entrepreneurs, p. 12. 
more light on them than individuals of smaller capital (if one excludes brokers 
and agents of the European Companies). Part of the reason, also is that these 
were not 'pedlars' and a study of them could restore the balance undermined by 
the emphasis in Steensgaard and others on Indian Oceanic trade as divided up 
just between European companies and Asiatic pedlars. 
In dealing with ordinary merchants one cannot resort easily to the 
biographical device. But from various contemporary descriptions and 
documents an attempt has been made to reconstruct details of their ordinary 
life, housing and customs. 
I then go on to consider how the Gujarat merchants interacted with the 
Mughal administration and other classes of society. M.N. Pearson and Ashin 
Das Gupta have offered varying perceptions of the attitude of the State towards 
merchants in Guajrat, and I hope I have presented evidence that is relevant to 
that scholarly debate. 
My study is based in considerable part on the published and 
unpublished material preserved in the archives of the Dutch East India 
company in the Algemeen Rijksarchief at the Hague. There is also a small 
collection of Dutch records at the Public Record Office, Chennai (Madras). 
These are generally records of local interest which were handed over by the 
Dutch to the British authorities. These records have also been consulted. 
It need not be stressed that Dutch records form perhaps the most 
important constituent among the European sources on Indian History in the 17 
and 18* centuries. At the Hague, information relating to Gujarat is to be found 
in two series: Overgekomene and Inkomende papers. The Overgekomene 
papers were those annually received from the various Dutch factories, while the 
Inkomende papers are those dispatched from Batavia, the major Dutch 
headquarters in the East. I have gone through both these collections. 
The Hague archives preserve a report written at Surat in 1617 which 
deals with both the trade and town of Surat and its hinterland. The bulk of this 
report was written by a Dutch factor, Wouter Heuten, who had drawn heavily 
upon an earlier one written by another factor, Van Ravestijn, two years earlier. 
The report was sent on to the board of Directors of the Dutch Company at 
Amsterdam in January 1620 by Pieter Van den Broecke soon to be the director 
of the factory at Surat. 
The report contains information on a variety of subjects ranging from a 
description of the principal towns and cities in the area, the trade carried on by 
Indians, Portuguese and English merchants, the working of the Mughal 
bureaucracy, to the social and religious conditions in the region. An appendix 
to the report contains information on prices at Burhanpur and Surat. 
There is also a very important memoir on Gujarat by Wollebrandt 
Geleynssen de Jongh who completed it in 1627. This has been edited by W. 
Caland ,^ who provides a brief sketch of Geleynssen de Jongh's life in the 
introduction.'' 
It appears from his memoirs that de Jongh who spent a decade in India 
(1621-32) and was deeply interested in social life, rituals, religious practices of 
Gujarati merchants, especially haniyas and Parsees. He offers an instructive 
6 . De Remonstrantie van W. Geleynssen de Jongh, ed. W. Caland, 'S-Gravenhage, 1929. 
7 . Ibid., p. XIV; Geleynssen de Jongh become such a romantic figure in the popular imagination of 
the Dutch public that Bosbom-Toussaint considered him worthy of a subject for a biographical 
novelshe wrote in 1842. 
account of Mughal administration in Gujarat. To W.H. Moreland is owed 
Indian scholars' first introduction to Geleynssen through a selective translation* 
for a detailed study one has, of course, to go to the original Dutch text. 
There is no doubt that, though not as rich, the English East India 
Company records form a close rival to the Dutch as source for seventeenth 
century Gujarat. William Foster rendered yeoman service here by the great 
edited series, Letters Received by the East India Company from its servants in 
the East, 1602-17 (six volumes, 5 of which foster edited), and the English 
factories in India, 1618-69 (13 volumes), where much of the information 
furnished relates to Gujarat, since practically throughout the seventeenth 
century Surat remained the principal English factory in India. And, then, there 
are individual accounts, such as by Peter Mundy, John Fyer and J. Ovington for 
which I would refer to the appended Bibliography. 
I would also refer to the Bibliography for sources in other European 
languages, notably Portuguese and French, which I have been able to study 
through English translations only. 
One in apt to overlook, under the shade of such massive European 
evidence, the fairly rich documentation on Gujarat merchants that is extant in 
Persian and needs close scrutiny. 
One important collection of Persian documents, mainly relating to 
Surat, and surrounding area appears to have been assembled by an anonymous 
Mughal official about the year 1650. It is now preserved at Bibliotheque 
8 . Extracts translated and published in Journal of Indian History, Madras, IV (1925-26), pp. 69-83. 
Nationale, Paris.^  This contains a number of documents relating to disputes 
over merchants' property, official edicts relating to trade, customs and taxation, 
papers about ships and shipping, correspondence with the Dutch and English, 
private contracts, etc. 
The second important primary source for us is the Miratul Haqaiq 
being the diary maintained by Itimad Ali Khan, a retired Mughal official at 
Ahmadabad and Surat. The diary covers the period (1718-1727). Being an 
official, the diarist had access to all kinds of official documents texts of which 
he includes and which enhance the importance of the diary.'° 
The National Archives of India, New Delhi has acquired in 1988, a 
series of fifty eight documents in Persian'' from Mr. D.N. Bhatt of Cambay. 
All these relate to Cambay (Khambat) and date from the mid-17^ IS"" and 19^ 
centuries. These documents are of much value so far a study of social practices 
and customs of Cambay merchants are concerned. 
Among published sources, the Mirat-i Ahmadi the famous history of 
Mughal Gujarat by Ali Muhammad Khan (1761) is indispensable, owing not 
only to the documents from the seventeenth and early eighteenth century that it 
reproduces, but also because of the large amount of information it conveniently 
extracts for us from Mughal sources. 'Ali Muhammad Khan's own zamima or 
supplement to his work is of great value because of the rich ethnographic, 
9 . Ms Blochet, Supp. Pres. 482.1 have used a microfilm copy in the Library of Centre of Advanced 
Study in History, AMU, Aligarh. 
10. The Persian manuscript is available in the Bodleian Library, Oxford, Fraser Collection, 124. 
Copy of this diary is in the Department of History, AMU, Aligarh. 
11 . This series of the documents accessioned in the register of Acquired Documents (Oriental 
Records Division) as Serial No. 2695. 
geographical and economic information it contains. Ttie worlc is available in 
print in both a Persian editions and English translations.'^ 
Finally, about sources in Gujarati, there is a collection of Gujarati 
documents preserved at the Biblothique Nationale. These are mainly in the 
forms of chithis (letters), Jama Kharch (account sheets), bahis (ledger books) 
of the bankers and traders, as also hundis. These documents belong largely to 
the eighteenth century mostly relating the second half of the IS*^  century, and 
so rather late for us. These are written in the Modi script, and are not accessible 
to me in the original. I have consulted an account in English, based on them, 
given by Dilbagh Singh and Rajshirke.'^ 
Another set of Gujarati documents that I have used, necessarily at 
second hand, are the khatpatras, which have been brought to scholarly notice 
by Makrand Mehta, Gujarati endorsements and signatures also appear on 
Persian documents of the period.''^ 
12. I have used the edition by Nawab Ali, 2 vols, and supplement for details see Bibliography. 
13 . Dilbagh Singh and Ashok B. Rajshirke, 'The Merchant Communities in Surat: Trade, Trade 
practices and Institutions in the Late Eighteenth Century' in Ports and their Hinterlands in India 
1700-1950. 
14 . Makrand Mehta, 'Khatpatras as Source of Urban History', Indian Archives, vol. 30, no. 1, 
January-June 1981, pp. 21-29; also see Rao Bahadur Prahtad C. Diwanji, 'Three Gujarati Legal 
Documents of the MughaJ Period' in Journal of the Gujarat Research Society, January, 1942, 
pp. 20-23. 
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Chapter I 
Mercfiant Closes 
i Merchant Communities of Qujarat 
a Tirade and Society in Qujarat 
1.(1) Merchant Communities of Gujarat 
The conquest of Gujarat by Akbar in 1572 and its integration with 
the Mughal empire provided a large hinterland to the ports of Gujarat which 
further strengthened its position as a major commercial region. Owing to its 
location, long coastal lines and ports it was well suited to carry out thriving 
trading and commercial activities. Durate Barbosa who visited Gujarat in the 
beginning of the 16 century writes, 
"This kingdom of Guzerate is very great and possesses 
many towns and cities both along the coast and inland, 
and many seaports with much sea-trade, wherein dwell 
great merchants both Moors and Heathen, who trade 
here in great abundance of goods".' 
Thus Gujarat had housed a large number of merchant communities, the 
baniyas being the most numerous and versatile of all during the 16 century. 
The Bohras formed the second major community; this community of 
merchants was quite like the baniyas, heterogeneous and incorporated 
within it a number of groups belonging to different religious denominations. 
A majority of Bohra merchants residing in Gujarat adhered to Sunni Islam 
while a minority belongs to different sects of Shiite Islam. The West Asian 
Arabs, the Turks, the Mughals were also by and large sunni while the 
Khojas, and Persians belonged to Asna ashari Shia creed. Traditionally, the 
Muslim merchants of Gujarat were predominantly engaged in Oceanic 
commerce, ship-owning and overseas trading were dominant forms of 
investment by them. 
I . The Book ofDuarte Barbosa, Vol. 1, ed. M.L. Dames, New Delhi, 1989, p. 108. 
We shall first study the activities of the baniya community of 
merchants in detail. The term baniya has its origin in the Sanskrit word 
'vanij' which means a merchant. In Mughal jargon the word used for the 
Baniya is baqqal. Thus describing the prevalent view of the Baniyas, Abul 
Fazl writes: 
"Open caste of the Baisfvaishyasjwhich is designated 
Banik, is called Baniya in ordinary usage and Baqqal in 
Arabic. It is divided into 84 sub-castes".^  
This is also supported by a Jain work of later half of the 16* century.'' 
The Mirat-i Ahmadi gives us the names of eighty-four sub-castes of the 
Maishri and Saravag baqqals, that is, the Hindu and Jain baniyas of 
Gujarat'. It is also interesting to note as Irfan Habib points out, that the sub-
castes of the baniyas were defined by endogamy and restrictions on dining 
with members of different sub-castes.^ 
In the towns, the baniya could be found hawking cloth, cowries, and 
even salt. Ovington describes how near the market place at Surat: 
"This not very easier to pass through the muhitude of 
Bannians and other Merchants that expose their 
Goods. For here they stand with their silks and Stuffs 
2 . John Thompson Platts, A dictionary of the Urdu, Classical Hindi and English, London, 1930 s.v. 
'Baniya,' 'Baniya'. 
3 . Abul Fazl, Ain-i Akbari, ed. H. Biochmann, Bibliothica Indica, (Calcutta, 1867-77), II, p. 57. For 
the use of the word baqqal for Baniya, see also. Ali Muhammad Khan, Mirat-i Ahmadi ed. 
Nawab Ali, 2 vols. & Supplement, Baroda, 1927-28, 1930; Suppi.pp. 132, 138. 
4 . Dhiraj Lai Shah, Lovanya Samaya-Virachit Vimalparbandha, Ahmedabad, 1956, pp. 155-59 Cf 
Makrand Mehta, Indian Merchants and Entrepreneurs in Historical Perspective, with special 
reference to shroffs of Gujarat: 17 th to 19th centuries, Delhi, 1991, p. 66. 
5 . Mirat suppi, pp. 138-9. 
6 . Irfan Habib, 'Merchant communities in Pre-colonial India', in James D. Tracy (ed.), The Rise of 
Merchant Empires: Long Distance Trade in the Early Modern World 1350-1750, Cambridge, 
1990, pp. 371-99. 
10 
in their Hands, or upon their Heads, to invite such as 
pass by to come and buy them"7 
Geleynssen de Jongh, an employee of Dutch East India Company who 
spent a decade in India (1621-32) also describes the Baniya community of 
Gujarat in various details. 
Among the baniya merchants, a process of specialization led to two 
distinct lines of commercial activity, those of brokers {dallals) and shroffs 
(sarraf), bankers and money changers. K.N. Chaudhuri notes that the 
institution of conducting business through brokers was all pervasive in 
India, only South Indian being an exception, and the baniyas dominated the 
profession.^  
The brokers were the 'middle men' who directed "the purchaser to the 
merchandise and the seller to the price".'° To these brokers the term dallal 
was generally applied. Some times even the European factors and travelers 
used this term to identify the brokers." From Ain-i Akbari it appears that a 
dallal was appointed in each quarter {muhalla) of the town to supervise the 
selling and buying in the local market. De Buqoi, a Dutchman wrote m 
1684 about the brokers of Surat: 
'Tt is crowding here with this kind of people -just as 
the Jesuits also creep into the church, the council 
7 . Ovington, A voyage to Surat in the year 1689, ed. H.G. Rawlinson, London, 1929, p. 130. 
8 . W. Caland (ed.) De Remonstratie Van W. Geleynssen i/e Jo«g//,'S-Gravenhage, 1929. 
9 . K.N. Chaudhuri, The Trading World of Asia and the English East India Company, 1660-1760, 
Cambridge, 1978, p. 307. 
10 . E.W. Lane, Arabic-English Lexicon, Edinburgh, 1867, Book I, part 3, s.v. 'dallal' see also A. 
Jan Qaiser, 'The Role of Brokers in Medieval India', in Indian Historical Review, New Delhi, 
1974,vol. I,no.2,pp. 220-46. 
11 . Varthema, Trax'els of Varthema, ed. Badger, Hakluyt Society, p. 169; Streynsham Master. The 
Diaries ofStrensham Master, 1675-80 and Other Contemporary Papers Relating There To, ed. 
SirR.C. Temple, London, 1911, Vol. II, pp. M-15. 
12. Ain-i Akbari, Vol I, p. 2S4. 
11 
chamber and the market place. Every merchant has his 
own broker, except the bazzar brokers who take care 
of the business of common and smaller folk. So that 
nobody is without his broker. Yes, a governor or a 
grandee even has to use one, for it is seen as a 
disgrace in this country if one pursues one's personal 
interest. This in only found amongst commoners". 
No transaction could take place without broker's knowledge. It also 
appears that the Mughal administration appointed a 'town broker' for market 
transactions.'^ It further seems that these dallals were also an essential part 
of the commercial establishments of the foreign merchants, who depended 
on their services for business transactions. Thus Ovington writing at Surat in 
early 1690s says: 
"For the Buying and more advantageous disposing of 
the company's Goods, of the Bannian Cast, skilled in 
the Rates and Value of all the commodities in India". 
These "Idolator" (i.e. image-worshipper, generally used for Hindus and 
Jains) baniya were everywhere preferred as dallals by the European factors 
as well as the Mughal nobles. Tavernier advises his compatriots to select a 
broker "who should be a native of the country, an idolator and not a 
Musalman, because all the workmen with whom he will have to do are 
17 
idolators". Thevenot uses: Baniyan as a synonym to broker where be says 
13 . VOC/OB 1383, 31 January 1684, f. 683 vo Cf. R.J. Barendse, The Arabian Seas, Delhi, 2002, p. 
BJ. 
14. M>ar/, Suppl.,pp. 132, 138. 
15 . The English Factories in India, 1618-69, ed. W. Foster, 13 Vols., Oxford, 1906-27, 1642-56, p. 
30 (henceforth EFI). 
16, Ovington, p. 233. 
17 . Jean-Baptiste Tavernier, Travels in India, 1640-67, transl, V. Ball, Second edition, revised by 
William Crooke, 2 vols, London, 1925, vol. II, pp. 30-31. 
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"everyone hath his Baniyan in the Indies". He also states that some of these 
brokers grew into the richest merchants in India. 
The reason for preferring the baniyas as dallas are not far to seek. 
Writing in 1674, Fryer explains that these baniya dallals were : 
"....Expert in all the studies arts of Thriving and 
Insinuation; so that Lying, Dissembling cheating are 
their Masterpiece; Their whole desire is to have Money 
pass through their fingers, to which a great part is sure 
to stick: For they well understand the constant turning 
of cash amounts both to the credit and profit of him that 
in so occupied; which these baniyas are sensible of 
otherwise they would not be so industrious to enslave 
themselves".' 
The importance of the brokers in the trade in Mughal India is 
graphically brought out by the account of Caeser Fredericke, the Merchant 
of Venice, who was at Cambay in 1563. He speaks of the brokers which are 
"Gentiles' who are men of 'great authority' having under them fifteen or 
twenty servants. Whenever a fleet of small ships entered the port of 
Cambay, the brokers assembled on the water front and the merchants 
embarking from the ship handed over their goods to one of them. The 
appointed broker after receiving the cargo, recommended his servants to 
carry the goods on carts to town where, Fredericke says: 
18 . The Travels of Mr.de Thevenot in India in the seventeenth century: Being an Account of the Two 
Voyages to India by Ovington and Thevenot of which is added the Indian Travels ofCareri, ed. 
J.P. Guha, Delhi, 1984, vol. IJ, p. 78. 
19 . John Fryer, A New Account of East India and Persia in Eight Letters Being Nine Years Travels 
Begun 1672 and Finished 1681, ed. W. Crooke, Hakluyt Society, 1909-15 (reprint, Delhi, 1985), 
p, 83. 
20 . The Voyage and Travel of M Caeser Fredericke, Merchant of Venice, into East India and 
beyond the Indies", contained in Richard Hakluyt, ed., the Principal Navigations Voyages, 
Traffiques and Discoveries of the English Nation- Made by Sea or Land to the Remote and 
Farthest Quarters of the East at any Time within the Compasse of these 1600 years, London, 
n.d., Vol. Ill, p. 206. 
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"....The Brokers have divers empty houses meet 
[proper] for the lodging of Merchants, furnished only 
with bedsteads, tables, chairs and empty jar's for water: 
then the broker sayth to the merchant, Goe and repose 
your self and take rest in the city....". 
The broker cleared the merchants' cargo and after paying the requisite 
customs duty transported it to the merchants' lodging. If the merchant 
11 
concerned then wished to sell off his goods, the broker did so immediately. 
The stranglehold of the broker over the merchant was however such that: 
" and when as the Merchant thinketh that he 
cannot sell his goods at the price current, he may as 
long as he will, but they cannot be sold by any man 
but by that Broker that hath taken them on land and 
payed the custom"..^ ^ 
According to Tavernier it was the 'custom throughout Asia that nothing 
is sold except in the presence of a broker, and each class of goods has its 
own separate one.^ '* Almost a similar impression regarding the monopolistic 
attitude of the baniyas and brokers is created by Fryer. His description runs 
like this: 
"....Such is their policy that without these, neither you 
nor the Natives themselves shall do any Business, 
though they are worse Brokers than Jews"....'^ ^ 
Fryer (1674-75) is so hostile to the baniyas he equates them with pests: 
''To this place belong two sorts of Vermin, the Fleas 
and Banyans: the one harbouring in the sand... The 
other vermin are the Banyans themselves, that hang 
2! , Caeser Frederick, op.cit., p. 207. 
22 . Ibid.; For the brokers visiting the ships and buying the goods see also Niccoiao Manucci, Storia 
do Mogor, tr. with Introduction and notes by W. Irvine, Calcutta (reprint), 1966-67, Vol. I, p. 60. 
23 . Caeser Frederike, op.cit., p. 207. 
24 , Tavernier, op.cit, I, pp. 155-56. 
25 . Fryer, p. 83. 
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like Horse-leeches, till they have suck'd both 
sangidnem & succum (I mean money) from you: As 
soon as you have set your Foot on Shore, they crowd 
in their service, interposing between you and all Civil 
Respect, as if you had no other Business but to be 
gull'd; so that unless you have some to make your way 
through them, they will interrupt your going, and 
never leave till they have drawn out something for 
their advantage...".^^ 
The foreign merchants' dependence on the brokers was probably partly 
due to language constraints. Thus Fryer in 1674-75 writes on the deceitful 
means of the brokers at Surat: 
''It would be too mean to descend to indirect ways, 
which are chiefly managed by the Banyans the fittest 
Tools for any deceitful. Undertaking; out of whom 
are made Brokers for the company, and Private 
Persons, who are allowed Two percent on all 
Bargains, besides what they squeeze secretly out of 
the price of things bought; which cannot be well 
understood for want of knowledge in their language 
which Ignorance is safer, than to hazard being 
poisoned for prying too nearly into their Actions: 
Though the company, to encourage Young men in 
their service, maintain a Master to learn them to Write 
and Read the Language, and an annuity to be annexed 
when they gain perfection therein, which few attempt, 
and fewer attain".^ ^ 
Generally it appears that inspite of all the negative aspersions and 
fraudulent practices attributed to them, these brokers were quite faithful to 
the merchants whom they served. Thus we have the testimony of Benjamin 
Robinson at Surat who wrote to the Company on 26'^  December 1638 that 
••commonly when they are solely entrusted with such a busines [of buying 
26. Ibid., p. 85. 
27 . Ibid., p. 82. 
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and supplying merchandise of good quality] they are not unfaithful". In 
case of a fraud they were liable to be punished. However, in the punishment 
care was to be taken not to be too harsh to frighten them away or gain their 
enmity. Thus president of the English company at Surat, Methwold advised 
the factors at Ahmedabad in 1638: 
"...Only take care that you fall not too heavy upon 
theire persons in corporall punishment, we mean 
chawbucking [chahuk, a whip i.e. whipping] them, 
least, being guilty and in that respect desperate 
persons, they may consent to loose themselves that 
you may find trouble; in which particular wee doe 
rather approve that you should deliver them over into 
the Mahumetan power, but therein also wee would not 
have you to bee to forward, since wee know that 
nothing will be taken from them in that way which 
29 
will bee returned for our satisfaction....". 
It is interesting to note that this advice for moderation in punishment of a 
broker caught in a fraudulent practice is followed by a censor of the factors at 
Ahmadabad who apparently did not heed the advice and imprisoned the errant 
broker for three days 'without rice or water'.^ ° 
The brokers in the European Companies during the 17* century were 
entitled to anything ranging from 1% to 3% of the total transaction. Thus in 
1636 we hear of a broker being paid 1% for his endeavours at Baroda. '^ 
According to Fryer, in 1670s the brokers were "allowed Two percent on all 
Bargains, besides what they squeeze secretly out of the price of things 
28. EFI, 1637-41,p.9\. 
29. EFI, 1634-36,pp.ll\-72. 
30. Ibid., p. \S2. 
31 , Ibid., pp. 264-65. 
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bought.'^ The Dutch factor De Buqoi noted in Surat in 1684 that the brokers for 
his services get 1 percent from the seller and 1 percent from the purchaser. 
Besides the commission {dastur), the dallals would also make further demands 
on the European factors under whom they served. Streynsham Master tells us 
that in December 1679 Hari Charan, the 'house Baniyan' demanded Rs. 25/-
per mensem as wages besides the 'dustoore' of 'one anna upon Rs. 100/- that is 
Rs.1-9 annas percent', This broker was finally allowed "2/3 parts" of the 
claimed dastur.^^ In 1690s the share of brokers appear to have risen to 3% of 
the total transaction.^^ In large transactions the earnings of the brokers, 
however could go as high as 10 to 10'/2 percent. 
In Gujarat sarrafs played a very important role in the conduct of trade. 
The Dutch records mention: 
"They have their bazaar in a special part of town where 
they assemble daily or atleast send a servant to represent 
them. And it is by and large according to their whims that 
the course of money is adjusted, and that the batta paid for 
when lending pennies on interest is fixed at a high or low 
rate. There too, everything is dealt with concerning 
commerce. It is there as well, where one may most easily 
find out how much capital and credit a merchant has at his 
disposal and whether one may rely upon a salesman or 
not." 
Fn'er, p. 85; Tavernier mentions that 'there are certain classes of goods for which the fee due to 
them is 1 per cent, Other for which it amounts to I Vi and even upto 2 per cent (Tavernier I p 
156). 
j j . VOC/OB 1383, 31 Januar}' 1684, f683 vo Cf R.J. Barendse, p. 183. 
34 . Streynsham Master, vol. II, pp. 14-15. 
Ovington,p. 233. J 5 
36 EFl 1661-64, pp. 166-89; EFl, 1665-67, p. 263; EFl. 1667-69, pp. 7-8; see also A. Jan Qaiser 
the Role of Brokers'. 
37 . ARA, HRB, Memoir by Schreuder, f 54. 
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The sarrafs (money changers / bankers) were mostly the baniyas. But Om 
Prakash indicates the presence of MusHm sarrafs as well at Surat in the 
seventeenth century.'^ ^ The sarrafs were money changers, dealers in bills of 
exchange, deposit receivers and insurers. Tavemier says: 
"In India a village must be very small indeed if it has not a money-
changer, called a shroff, who acts as a banker to make remittances of money 
and issue letters of exchange".^^ No payment could be made or received unless 
the sarrafs was shown the money to assess its purity. A coin had to be expertly 
examined for its genuineness or metallic purity, age and weight. The reason 
was that a silver coin by wear and tear could lose some weight and 
consequently become lighter."*' Thus if an amount was deposited with a sarraf 
due to difference in the weight of old and new silver coins.''^ The sarrafs also 
earned much profit from assaying gold and silver. For his labour he would 
receive a 'commission of 1/16* of a rupee for cent.''* 
The sarrafs were rightly praised for their thrift and enterprise. And their 
practice of collecting even the gold dust from their assays is commented upon 
by Tavemier: 
•'...Of all the gold which remains on the touchstone after 
an assay has been made, and of which were here make no 
38 , Om Prakash, 'Sarrafs, Finaicial Intermediation and Credit Network in Mughal India,' in Eddy 
H.G. Van Cauwenberghe (ed.). Money, Coins and Commerce; Essays in the Monetary History of 
Asia and Europe (from Antiquity to Modern Times), Belgium, 1991, pp. 473-90. 
39 . Tavemier, op.cit., I, p. 24, 
40 . Irfan Habib,'The Currency System of The Mughal Empire, in Medieval India Quarterly, 
Aligarh, 4, 1961, pp. 3-12; 'Banking in Mughal India', in Contributions to Indian Economic 
History, 1, ed., Tapan Raychaudhuri, Calcutta, 1960 pp. 1-20. t/sury in Medieval India, in 
Comparative studies in society and History 4, 4 1964 pp. 393-419 and 'The System of Bills of 
Exchange (Hmdis) in the Mughal Empire', PIHC, 1972, pp. 290-303. 
41 . Tavemier, I, p. 24. 
42 . Ibid., p. 28. 
43 . Ibid., p. 25. 
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account, far from so small a think to be lost, they collect it 
with the aid of a ball, made half of black pitch, and half of 
wax, with which they rub the stone which carries the gold, 
and at the end of some years they bum the ball and so 
obtain the gold which it had accumulated. The ball is 
almost the size of our tennis court-balls, and the stone is 
like those which our goldsmiths commonly use".'''* 
Commenting on the expertise of the sarrafs, Tavemier at one place 
comments: "All the Jews who occupy themselves with money and exchange in 
the empire of the Grand Seigneur pass for being very sharp, but in India they 
would scarcely be apprentices to these changers...". ^  
The baniyas had a prominent presence in the Indian Ocean trade during 
the 17^ '^  - 18'^  centuries. The baniyas has a significant presence and settlements 
in various cities like Bandar Abbas as well as in all major market town such as 
Shiraz. Kirman, Kashan, Isfahan, Tabriz and Aradabil, where they has their 
own quarters in bazaars and mainly worked as sarrafs!^^ Their much 
commended expertise in arithmetic, accountancy and methods of business was 
much appreciated by the Iranian Muslim merchants. Here it appears that the 
banker (sarraf) of the Dutch was also a Hindu.'*'' 
The baniya usually appears as an individual merchant, broker, or banker, 
but the family (the Hindu joint family of modern law) often acted as a firm, 
with joint investments and profits. Tavemier, Speaking of the brokers, gives a 
lively description of the family firm: 
44 . Ibid., pp. 29-30. 
45 . Ibid., p. 24. 
46. Ronald Ferrier in The Cambridge History of Iran, vol. 6, ed, P. Jackson and L. Lockhart, 
Cambridge, 1986, pp. 469-20. 
47 . Shireen Moosvi, 'Indian Brokers, The Dutch Company and Monetary Crisis in Iran in the 
i680s', in PIHC, Kollcata, 2003, pp. 1121-1122. 
19 
'These brokers are commonly, as it were, chiefs of their 
families for whom they hold all the joint property in 
trust to turn it to account. For that reason those qualified 
by years and experience are selected so that they may be 
able to secure benefit to all the kinsmen, being both the 
depositories and guardians of their goods. Every 
evening, when they return from business - the oldest of 
the kinsmen assemble at the house of the broker, who 
renders an account of what he has done during the day, 
and they hold course together as to what should be done 
in the future. He is especially exhorted to take care of 
their business, and if possible to defraud rather than be 
defrauded'.^^ 
There is also an evidence of inter-community partnerships from 
eighteenth century Surat where the joint investment by Mancherji Khurshedji, a 
Parsi and a baniya merchant Lala Shiv Narain, on bottomry loan is recorded. 
The above discussion brings out the multifunctional roles of one of the 
most vibrant merchant community of Gujarat. The world of Indian merchants 
was dominated by caste and community affiliations which were greatly 
modified by the environment of free trade and economic mobility. Irfan 
Habib has argued very convincingly "that the precolonial commercial world of 
India was one of openness and competition, where separate social groups 
(castes) tried to establish an advantage in one sphere or another by means of 
inherited skills and ways of life. Such a situation led to brisk commodity 
exchanges and the development of a number of relatively refined commercial 
and financial techniques''.^^ 
48 . Tavernier, I, p. 24. 
49 . Dutch Records from Surat, Vol. 1644, Doc. No. 32, Surat, 10 February 1749, Tamil Nadu State 
Archives, Chennai, pp. 127-129. 
50 . Shireen Moosvi, 'Merchants in medieval India' in The state and Society in Medieval India ed 
J.S.Grewal, Delhi, 2005, pp. 135-146. ' ' 
51 . Irfan Habib, Merchant Communities, p. 396. 
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The Muslim Bohras : 
The most numerous of all Muslim merchants operating in Gujarat in 
Mughal era were the Bohras. They are reported to have been converted to Islam 
(Ismaili sect) sometime in the second half of the eleventh century under the 
influence of the first Ismaili dai who came to Gujarat in 1067-68 from Yaman 
an country which had strong trade relations with Guajrat. Two explanations 
have been offered for their being called Bohras. First an etymological one that 
the word bohra had been derived from the Gujarati word vohorvu (vyavapar) 
meaning 'to trade'. The designation was used for the Ismaili merchants of 
Guajrat probably because they originally belong to a Gujarati Hindu trading 
community. The other is that they were converts to Islam from the Hindu 
Vohra caste.^ ^ A later source claims that the Bohras originated from Gujarat 
and were Brahmins who were converted to Islam. They were a business 
community, wherever they had gone, pursued this profession." Whatever be 
the different views, given their mercantile preoccupations throughout their 
known histor>' it is most plausible to suppose that the Bohras had originated 
from the trading communities of Gujarat. 
Interestingly enough the Bohras (Is mail is) in Gujarat for centuries 
faced no persecution by the local Hindu rulers and the community grew and 
flourished especially in Cambya, Patan, Sidhpur and later Ahmadabad that 
became their headquarters. It was only in the last decade of the fourteenth 
century under the Gujarat Sultanate (1407-1572) that the suppression of the 
52 . Farhad Daftary, The Ismailis: Their History and Doctrines, Cambridge, 1992, pp. 298-99; see 
also AAA Fyzee in Encyclopaedia of Islam, vol. I, Leiden, p. 1254. 
53 , NAl/Ms Ace. No. 848, Serial no. 4, f. 23(a), The author is not sure as to why they are being 
called Bohras. ^ 
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Ismaili Bohras began. In the reign of Ahmad I, founder of Ahmadabad, the 
suppression of Shias including Ismailis became so severe that Ismailis starting 
converting to Sunni faith, a process that further helped by schism in the Ismaili 
Bohra community over the issue of leadership (wali).^'^ 
The Sunnis currently form the majority among the Bohras and were 
wealthier and more powerful than the Ismaili bohras^^, though the latter were 
also prominent among the Muslim merchant community of Surat and Gujarat. 
It has been argued that being persecuted for their religious beliefs and practices 
by the Sunni rulers and being "gradually squeezed out of its traditional 
vocations by a hostile political regime"; the Bohras became rapidly urbanized 
and the community tended to the diversion for more and more people towards 
commerce", in which they soon established their skills and leadership.^ But 
this thesis is unconvincing because, first, if they were not previously traders 
why should they have been called "Bohras", and secondly, why then Sunni 
bohras, who were not persecuted, also became merchants. 
It would seem that for most of the time, the Ismaili Bohras were by 
and large shopkeepers and traders. They occupied large residential localities in 
Ahmadabad in the 16"' century, and also lived at other centers in Gujarat like 
Cambay (Khambat), Sidhpur, Kapadvanj and Surat. Yet one cannot from our 
sources identify a prominent Daudi/Ismaili Bohra merchant in Ahmadabad, 
Surat or elsewhere during the period under review.^'' 
54. Daftary. pp. 299-301. 
55 . B.G. Gokhale, Surat in the seventeenth Century: A Study in Urban History of Pre-Modem India, 
Bombay, 1978, p. 35. 
56. /hid. 
57 . S.C. Misra, The Medieval Trader and His Social World' in Business Communities of India, ed. 
Dwijendra Tripathi, Delhi, 1984, p. 51. 
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The Bohras seem to have dominated in the Saltpetre trade based on its 
extraction at Malapur [near Ahmadabad].^^ The community was also pre-
eminently engaged in overseas trade. They were the big ship owners with a 
large number of vessels by the close of the 17thy century. The Bohras 
specialized in the Red Sea trade perhaps due to the advantage of combining 
trade with haj pilgrimage."'^  They had also trade contacts with South-east 
Asia.^'' 
The political chaos of the 18* century affected the Gujarat merchants 
very adversely, so it did to the Bohra community. The local Mughal 
administration fleeced the Gujarat merchants to augment their dwindling 
resources. Through there is reference of similar nature from earlier period as 
well in 1635 an imperial order was issued to Mir Sabir and Mir Kalan to the 
effect that the peasants, merchants, bankers and Bohras of town Besangarh (?) 
have complained against the agents of Sipahdar Khan for unlawful 
realization.^' 
Due to the frequent Maratha raids and plunder, the towns and 
countryside of Gujarat became quite insecure. To maintain the security and 
peace within the four walls of the cities, huge amount of money was demanded 
from the merchants in the first quarter of the 18*^  century. Whenever there was 
threat of raid against the city, the officials forced the merchants to pay money. 
According to Ashin Das Gupta, "the forced contribudon was no innovafion but 
the sustained pressure which began to develop was certainly new". 
58 . B.G. Gokhale, Swat in the Seventeenth Century, pp. 113, 129. 
59 . Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants, p. 83. 
60 . See Chapter on Abdul Ghafar. 
61 . Blochet, Suppi. Pars. 482, ff. 452b, 453a. 
6^ Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants, the chaotic and confusing political situation around 1720s 
has been graphically depicted by Das Gupta. The account is primarily based on Dutch sources. 
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Mirat-ul Haqaiq, the diary of a Mughal official who served in Surat, 
Itimad Ali Khan provides vivid accounts of forced realization of money from 
the merchant community by the local administration in the subah of Guajrat. '^' 
On 7 August 1725, Nawab Hamid Ali Khan is forcing the merchants to pay the 
money as demanded. The merchants had shown reluctance. Then the governor 
ordered for the demolition of the houses of Moolchand who was a silkcloth 
seller, Jeevandas and Kishoredas who were money lenders. And when they 
agreed to pay the amount through Khushhal Chand Jauhri the nagarseth, then 
the order of punitive action was withdrawn.^ "* In another incident on 8 August 
1725, the seven Mughal and Kashmiri merchants were imprisoned by the 
governor without any reason and were only released when they did pay fifty 
thousand rupees to the administration.^^ The Bohra community had also 
suffered from such kind of forced contributions. Nawab Hamid Ali Khan 
forcibly collected forty thousand rupees from Ismaili Bohras and eighty 
thousand rupees from Sunni Bohras on 11 August 1725 at Ahmadabad and 
humiliated them as weli.^ ^ Keeping in view of the prevalent political climate, 
army had to be maintained at a larger scale and regular payment was needed. 
This was communicated to Khushal Chand Jauhri by Mubarizul Mulk, the 
Governor of Gujarat in regard to the pay claim of the army. Khushal Chand 
suggested that if an order is issued then the stimulated amount could be 
realized from the money lenders, merchants and Bohras of the city. 
63 . Itimad Ali Khan, Mirat-ul Haqaiq, Bodleian Library Oxford, Fraser Collection, 124. A 
microfilm copy is available at the centre of Advanced Study in History, AMU. 
64 . Miral-ul Haqaiq, f 348b. 
65. Ibid. 
66 , Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f 349-a. 
67 . Miral-ul Haqaiq, f 444b, 
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The Bohra converts retained many of the Hindu customs and practices 
in their social and cultural mores. They even followed many Hindu inheritance 
/TO 
practices largely discouraged the division or property on death. Thus 
adherence to the Hindu succession practices helped these converts to retain 
wealth within the family for much longer period, i.e. the wealth enjoyed 
historical longevity. 
The shia Bohras had independent religious head, and had developed a 
very sophisticated pattern of communal organization which is a government by 
itself ^^  A less elaborate but highly formalized are the Jamat (association) of 
very prosperous Sunni Bohra community. The jamat of the Bohras were 
basically social in character. Abdul Ghafar, the legendry merchant of Surat 
7A 
belonged to the Bohra jamat of Patan. If we look into the workings of the 
jamais of various towns of Gujarat, it seems that these Bohra merchants might 
have organized themselves into jamais for regulating their social and 
commercial activities. 
The community of Bohras passed through many vicissitudes in their 
long history in Gujarat. As we have already seen that the community 
predominated in Overseas trade but certain developments in the first half of the 
18" century adversely affected their commercial fortune on high seas. The 
politics of the period led in the decline of mercantile marine in the western 
Indian ocean. In general all Gujarati shipowners were affected "but the Bohras, 
68 . S.A.I. Tirmizi, 'Muslim Merchants of Medieval Gujarat', in Business Communities of India, p. 
64. 
69 . Tirmizi, 'Muslim Merchants', p. 6.5. 
70 . Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merclianls, p. 14. 
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the community of Abdul Ghafur were affected more than most" owing to the 
stiff European competition and rampant piracies in the Indian ocean. 
So the European victory over the Indian (Asian) merchants were not due 
to their better organization and technique of trade but of technological 
supremacy of warfare. When state had lost, so the Indian merchant was lost to 
the British supremacy. 
71 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Sural, p. 16. 
I.(li) Trade and Society in Gujarat 
Scholars working on problems of trade, urbanization and economy have 
been increasingly drawn to the Dutch sources. There is a growing realization 
among historians of the utility of Dutch source material that has scarcely been 
utilized. I offer below an account of the trade and society in Gujarat during the 
early 17"^  century on the basis of a report written in Surat in 1617 by a Dutch 
factor Wouter Heuten. His report is heavily based on an earlier report by his 
predecessor van Ravestijn. The report is found as an appendix in Pieter Van 
Den Broecke's account.' In two articles published in the Journal of Indian 
History, Moreland has provided a translation of Pieter Van Den Broecke's 
account concerning Surat in 1932.^  The account of Wouter Heuten found in an 
appendix to Pieter Van Den Broecke's account, somehow escaped the attention 
of Moreland even though his account seems quite important and useful as far as 
trade and society of Gujarat is concerned. The importance of this account for 
the historians of trade has duly been' emphasized by Om Prakash.'' 
Wouter Heuten's report provides interesting details about the major town 
and cities of Gujarat, trading activities of the Indian merchants, the English and 
the Portuguese merchants and the policy of the Mughal state towards trade and 
commerce. An important point highlighted by Heuten is that much of the 
overseas trade was conducted in cotton textiles especially of a coarse variety. 
The cotton cloth sent from Gujarat to south-east Asia in particular was 
essentially of coarser varieties suggests modification in Van Leur's assertion 
1 , Pieter Van Den Broecke in Azie, ed. W.Ph. Coolhaas's-Gravenhage, 1963, II, pp. 378-392. 
2 . Pieter Van Den Broeke at Surat (1620-29), tr. W.H. Moreland, JIH, X, p. 1-16, XI, pp. 203-18. 
3 . Om Prakash, "Trade and Urbanization in Gujarat in the early 17* century: A Dutch Account" in 
ed. V.K. Chavda, Studies in Trade and Urbanization in Western India, Baroda 1985, pp. 69-74. 
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that the Asian trade was basically a trade in luxuries/ Ashin Das Gupta has 
shown that trade in expensive cloth was marginal to the mass of commerce in 
textiles which was largely in the coarser varieties. Gujarat cloth has dominated 
the Western Asian markets from the 16th to 18th century.^ Similar assertion 
has also been made by M.A.P. Meilink Roelofsz in the context of the south-east 
Asian markets where coarser varieties of Gujarat textiles were being exchanged 
for spices. 
Concerning the city of Surat Heuten finds the city reasonably large and 
well laid out. He was impressed by the castle but suspicious of its ability to 
hold on against a heavy mortar attack. An interesting observation made by 
Heuten concerning Surat is that there had occurred a large scale transfer of land 
from the king to his nobles leading to the loss in the annual royal income. This 
observation is vague but in all likelihood he is referring here to the system of 
jagir assignments like any other European travelers he confiises the king as the 
owner of the land^ and sees in the assignment of jagir a proprietary transfer of 
ownership from the king to the nobles. It is not clear on what basis he makes 
the claim that this so called transfer of land to nobles has led to a loss of royal 
revenues from 20 lakh mahmudi (Rs.800,000) to a mere 1 lakh mahmudi (Rs. 
360,000). The revenue figures appear inflated for these are not corroborated by 
4 . JC Van Leur, Indonesian Trade and Society, The Hague, 1955, reprint, Dordrecht, 1983. 
5 . Ashin Das Gupta, The maritime merchant [of medieval India], c. 1500-1800, PIHC, 1974, pp. 
102-03. 
6 . M.A.P. Meilink-Roeiofsz, Asian Trade and European Influence in the Indonesian Archipelago 
Between 1500 and about 1630, The Hague, 1962. 
7 . Pieter Van Den Broecke in Azie, p. 379. 
8 . See also Thomas Roe, The Embassy of Sir Thomas Roe, 1615-19, as narrated in his journal and 
coiTCspondence, ed. W. Foster, London, 1926, p. 105. Francois Bemier, Travels in the Mughal 
Empire, 1656-68, tr. On the basis of Irving Brock's version by A. Constable revised by V.A. 
Smith, London, 1916, pp. 5, 204, 226,232,238. 
9 . The value of a mahmudi in the beginning of the 17* century was about 2/5* of a rupee. See Irfan 
Habib, Agrarian System of Mughal India, Delhi, 1999, p. 435. 
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the Ain-i Akbari. In the Ain, the gross revenue of Surat is stated as 19,035, 180 
dam'" (Rs. 475879.5). Even though the statistics of Ain is for an earlier period 
(c. 1595), it is unlikely that between the period that the Ain was compiled and 
Heuten wrote his account, the revenue of Surat would have risen by above 
50%. 
The description of the city of Broach is interesting. He informs us that 
Broach was inhabited by highly skilled artisans manufacturing the best textiles 
for overseas trade." He also informs us that the city fetched high revenues to 
the state exchequer in 1617 when the city was granted to empress Nur Jahan by 
way of Jagir, her income by way of tolls came to about 230,000 mahmudi 
(Rs.920.000). 
Heuten informs us that Jambursar specialized in the production of indigo 
which, however was inferior to that produced in Bayana and Sarkhej.'^ Baroda 
is described as the place which manufactured the best quality cloth most of 
which meant for overseas markets.''' In reference to Baroda he emphasized the 
role of brokers in supplying textile products to the Asian and European 
merchants.'"^ 
Concerning Ahmedabad the capital of Gujarat Heuten makes the 
interesting observation that Ahmedabad was not only the centre of 
administration where the governor held his court but also a manufacturing city 
10 . Abul FsLzi Ain-i Akbri, tr. H.S. Jarrett, Delhi, 1978, II p. 261. 
11 . P/eter Van Den Broecke in Azie, p. 280. 
12 . Ibid; In the Ain, revenue figures of Broach is given as 21,845,663 dam (Rs. 546141 5) see Ain-i 
Akbari, II, p. 260. ' 
13 . Pieter Van Den Broecke in Azie, p. 380. 
14. Ibid, p. 381. 
15. Ibid. 
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producing a variety of textiles as also handicrafts and fashioning of precious 
metals such as silver, gold and pearls. 
Cambay also finds a favourable mention in Heuton's account. Heuten 
was impressed by the lay-out of the city as also the sophisticated nature of its 
markets. ^ ^ The markets in Cambay were extremely well organized and 
procurement of supplies was never a problem through out the year. He also 
20 
makes mention of the preponderance of baniya in the city. 
His description of the Mughal administration tends to give the 
impression that the administration was arbitrary though not always essentially 
harsh.^' The local officials enjoyed considerable discretion and thus the 
merchants were occasionally tempted to evade custom by greasing their palms. 
At the same time in so far as the merchants were concerned the discretion 
enjoyed by the local administration was not particularly harsh. Heuten himself 
was led off without the payment of the duties on the goods he was carrying in 
Cambay at the instance of his good friend the faujdar of Cambay whom he had 
on an earlier occasion given a gift of two pistols.^^ 
The usual rate of custom duty was 3-1/2% but the Dutch enjoyed the 
privilege to pay only 2%}' They enjoyed other privileges as well. Their goods 
were not to be obstructed at the toll station on routes. The duties on their goods 
was to be realized at the factory instead of being examined for assessment of 
16. Ibid., p. 3^3. 
17. Ibid., p. 3S2. 
18. /bid 
19. Ibid.,p.3n. 
20 , Ibid., p. 382. 
21 . Ibid. 
22 . Ibid., p. 382. 
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dues at the chowki. 
Heuten also provides interesting information concerning the ship 
building industry in Gujarat. The principal ship building centres were Surat and 
Gogha, both places had skilled workmen and artisans^^ for the construction of 
ships, while the necessary timber came from the adjacent towns of Navsari, 
Gandheri and Bulsar. 
Incidental references concerning the religious policy of the Mughals are 
also to be found in Heuten's account. Heuten is greatly impressed by the 
freedom of religious practice that was prevalent in the Mughal empire. He 
points out that the baniya the Jews, the Christians enjoyed absolute religious 
freedom in the "Mughal Kingdom". He also makes mention of Akbar's orders 
prohibiting slaughter of animals on specific days, a measure which immensely 
pleased the baniya. 
To conclude, Heuten's account of the society and economy of Gujarat is 
extremely useful and provides deep insights for the historian concerned with 
the economic history of Gujarat. He was a deeply perceptive and observant 
person greatly interested in Gujarat society. However, as with any foreign 
account his account is not without errors resulting from a tainted perception of 
Indian reality. One example of this as already cited was "his view that the king 
was the owner of the land '^, a perception that he clearly imbibed from the 
historical experience of Europe. 
24 . Ibid, p. 385. 
25 . Ibid., p. 379. 
26 . Pieter Van Den Broecke in azie, See also Irfan Habib, An Atlas of the Mughal Empire, Delhi, 
1982, 7B, p. 25.-
27. Ibid.,p. 3^5. 
28 . Ibid 
29 . Ibid., p. 386. 
Chapter II 
Trade: (Ports and Cities 
i iJie City of^hmadaBad 
a Hhe Qujarat ^orts 
II.(i) The City of Ahmadabad 
The city of Ahmadabad was described by Amin Ahmad Razi in the Haft 
Iqlim (1593-4) as one of the new cities.' The emergence of Ahmadabad 
undoubtedly appears a part of the process of urbanization that took place in 
medieval India. The medieval Indian urbanization has been attributed mainly to 
the drain of agrarian surplus from the villages in the form of land revenue 
claimed by a non-rural ruling class.^However, a number of medieval towns that 
might have emerged as a result of the carting away of surplus from the villages 
did not remain purely parasitic as administrative headquarters but developed as 
centers of manufactures and commerce as well.^ 
Ahmadabad offers a good example of such a town. It owed its 
foundation to Ahmad shah I, the Sultan of Gujarat (1411-42)'*. Nizam-ud Din in 
his Tabaqat-i-Akbari offers an interesting account of the establishment of 
Ahmadabad^ He is followed by the author of the Haft Iqlim who explicitly 
mentions the Tabaqat as its source.^ There is another similar but independent 
account offered by Firishta.^ 
Sultan Ahmad I is reported to have come across a place on the eastern 
bank of river Sabarmati that was in the immediate vicinity of the old town of 
Asawal, while he was engaged in suppressing his recalcitrant cousin, Feroz 
1 . Amin Ahmad Razi, Haft Iqlim (1593-94), ed. M. Ishaque, Bib. Ind., Calcutta, 1963, p. 87. 
2 . Irfan Habib, "Potentialities of Capitalistic Development in the Economy of Mughal India", 
Enquiry, N.S. 111(3), 1981, Delhi, pp. 27-33. 
3 . Ibid. 
4 . Shaikh Sikandar, Mirat-i Sikandari (1612) ed. S.C. Misra and M.L. Rahman, Baroda, 1961, p. 
43. See also S.C. Misra Rise of Muslim power in Gujarat, Delhi, 1982, p. 213. 
5 . Nizam-ud Din Ahmad, Tabaqat-i-Akbari, Lucknow, 1875, p. 450. 
6 . Haft Iqlim, p. ?,!. 
1. Ab'u! Qasim Firishta, Tarikh-i Firishta, II, Nawal Kishore, Kanpur 1884, p. 183. 
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Khan. The Sultan took fancy to the pleasant climate of the place and with the 
blessings of the saint Shaikh Ahmad Khattu decided to establish a new city^ 
The auspicious date for foundation was fixed by astrologers as Friday, 3 ziqad, 
813 A.D. (i.e. 27 Feb. 1411 A.D.)^ The foundation of the city was laid by "four 
pious Ahmads of the time" including, of course. Sultan Ahmad Shah himself, 
the other three being Shaikh Ahmad Khattu, Malik Ahmad and Qazi Ahmad of 
Patan. The city was thus called Ahmadabad'°. 
The Mirat-i-Sikanari says that the city was built at a great pace and the 
building of the fort and the mosque was completed soon.^' The Mirat-i-Ahmadi 
gives more explicit information; according to its version the city took three 
years to be built and was completed in 815 A.H. (1412-13 A.D.)'^. 
The walled city itself comprised the fort, mosque and different markets 
and the further expansion of the city led to the development of puras. Abul 
Fazl writes: "Ahmadabad is a noble city in a high stage of prosperity situated 
on the banks of the Sabarmati... It has two forts outside of which are 360 
quarters of a special kind which they call pura in which all the requisites of a 
city are to be found.'^ At the present time only 84 of these can be located. 
While defining a pura, Ali Muhammad Khan writes that ''a pura means a big 
street containing lofty building and a bazaar M\ of precious and rare articles. 
In reality... each pura constitutes a big city".''' He also informs us that these 
8 . Mirat Suppl. Pp. 1-2, also gives a detail account of the foundations of the city. 
9 . While all other sources simply mention the year Mirat (Suppl.), pp. 1 -2 gives the exact date. 
10 . Mirat-i Sikanari, p. 43. 
11. /i/£/.,pp.31-39. 
12. MfrafSuppl., pp. 1-2. 
13 . Abul Fazl, Ain-l Akbari, I, ed. Blochmann, Calcutta, 1869-77, p. 486. Haft Iqlim p. 86 and 
Mirat-i-Ahmadi mentions 360 and Z^puras, Mirat suppl. P. 6. 
14. Mi>a/Suppl. Pp. 11-12. 
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pur as grew around the houses of certain powerful or rich men outside the main 
city. Consequently they derived their names from such nobles or rich men.'^ 
These puras developed as suburbs and have been compared to rabat of the 
Central Asian towns of Balkh, Samarqand and Bukhara'^ around the main 
city. Although walled, these suburbs appears to have been satellite areas 
which had an independent status apart from the core area. 18 
As far as the different markets in Ahmdabad are concerned, they have 
been variously mentioned in our sources as having sprung up either on 
important road crossings, chowks, which ere the central and prominent areas of 
the city , or to have developed in Xht puras or suburbs in the form of enclosed 
grain markets known as ganf^. Simultaneously, there were markets which were 
associated with individual nobles' palaces or estates, known as katras. Such 
katras appear to have been originally comprising only a few shops which in 
due course of time developed into large marts. The genesis of such a katra is 
provided by Ali Muhammad Khan when he discusses the development of the 
Katraparcha at Ahmadabad. According to him this market was situated in the 
katha of Wahabganj, which as the name suggests, was founded by Qazi Abdul 
Wahab. It was under the charge of the Qazi's son that this market developed 
into a large mart selling a variety of aromatic roots, drugs and other imports 
15 . Ibid. 
16 . Barthold, Turkistan Down to the Mongol Invasion, Philadelphia, 1977, p.78. 
17. For the details of these puras see R.N. Mehta, " Ahmedabad - a Topographical, toponymical and 
Archaeological Perspective", in Archaeology and History: Essays in Memory of A. Ghosh, ed. 
B.M. Pande and B.D. Chattopadhyaya, Delhi, 1987, Vol. I, pp. 367-69. 
18. Mrar(Suppl.),p. 11. 
19. Ibid., pp. 8-9. 
20 . For a detailed list of these grain markets occupying the entire pura, see Mirat (suppl.), pp. U-
15. 
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from the Bandar Surat. They were encouraged by grant of exemptions from 
taxes and la vies. 
The shops also would spring up on short lanes or street {dariba) where 
usually the betel leaves {pan) were sold.^ ^ The daribapan at Ahmadabad 
developed to such an extent that it itself constituted a mahal placed under a 
kotwal generating an annual income of 1,14,000 dams (or Rs. 2,850).'^ '^  Another 
market which constituted a separate mahal at Ahmadabad was the nakhas or 
the daily market selling elephants, horses, cows, goats, etc. which along with 
Xhtpeth (temporary cattle market) formed a part of mahal sa 'ir?^ 
The most flourishing mercantile area appears to have been the Jam-i-
Masjid area of Ahmadabad which constituted the kaghazi bazaar, Danapith, 
Zaveriwad, Salapas Road and Khas Bazar. According to R.N. Mehta, this 
crucial mercantile zone was concentrated in an area of about 200 metres. If 
we compare this information with a survey of the present city of Ahmadabad 
and its archaeological remains, the picture which arises would help in 
understanding a typical merchant city under the Mughals. Such a detailed 
survey is, therefore, greatly needed. 
Towads the south-east of the city proper developed the mercantile 
residential area comprising the Manvipol, Manek Chowk, Astodia and 
Khijadapol. At Haja Patel pol, the inhabitants were mostly Pancholis and 
Modis who belonged to the business and artisan communities. This would 
2 1 . /(^ /a'., pp. 14-15. 
22. /6/rf., p. 183. 
23 . Ibid. 
24. /6;W.,p. 182. 
25 . R.N. Mehta. 
26. Ibid. 
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suggest that at Ahmadabad the core area (near the fort) remained 
predominantly a political and administrative centre, around which developed 
the various markets, shopping complexes, marts, wholesale establishments. In 
between these mercantile and administrative areas developed colonies 
inhabited by the merchant communities. 
The new city seems to have grown rapidly and by the reign of Sultan 
Mahmud I (1458) another seat of capital was founded at a distance of 12 
Karohs from the centre of Ahmadabad and designated Mahmudabad. But 
Sultan Mahmud built markets and asked his nobles to build their residences on 
the two sides of the route between the two cities. The two cities by these 
constructions, were in this way integrated into one.^ ^ Such an expansion of the 
town cannot probably be solely attributed to its being the capital of the 
Sultanate of Guajrat. 
Gujarat was the major outlet for India's sea-borne trade owing to its 
geographical location as has aptly been summed up by Tome Pires that 
'Cambaya' (Gujarat) stretches its arms, one to Aden and the other to Malacca.^^ 
Gujarat retained its commercial primacy inspite of the Portuguese appearance 
and interference. It was thus perhaps natural that the city of Ahmadabad 
linked with the ports of Cambay and with enormous economic resources should 
also develop as major centre of manufacture and trade. The main factor for the 
growth and importance of this city thus lay in its commercial position. 
27 . Haft Iqlim, p. 86, see also Mirat (Suppl.), p. 6. 
28 . Tome Pires, Suma Oriental of Tome Pires, ed. and tr. A. Cortesao, Hakluyt Society, 2nd series; 
No. XXXIX, London, 1944; 1, p. 42. 
29 . M.N. Pearson,Merchants and Rulers in Gujarat, pp. 106-07. Surendra Gopal, Commerce and 
Craft of Guajrat 16th and 17th Centuries Delhi, 1975, p. 239, O.P. Singh, Surat and its Trade in 
the second half of the 17th century, Delhi, 1977, pp. 195-95. 
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At the turn of the 17* century all our authorities noticed its wide and 
well organized markets/" Amin Ahmad Razi says that the shops on the two 
sides of the spacious streets were double or triple storeyed.^' As noticed earlier 
a big market was one of the important part of the main plan of the city that was 
built by Sultan Ahmad himself''^ 
However, in 1595-96, only 84 of the originally intended 360 puras were 
inhabited according to Abul Fazl.'^ ^ Though the city of Ahmadabad is still 
mentioned as one of the largest in the entire Mughal Empire. 
The Mughal conquest of Gujarat in 1572 of course should have resulted 
in further commercial growth of Ahmdabad being now the centre of overseas 
commerce of the mighty Mughal empire not only that of Gujarat Sultanat. 
Further, the Mughal empire as the hinterland provided much more economic 
resources. The linking of Ahmadabad with other towns of the empire must 
have offered further impetus to Ahmadabad commerce. 
An added advantage for Ahmadabad was the agricultural prosperity of 
its countryside. Barbosa in 1518 described its countryside as very fertile and of 
abundant provisions. He further praised Ahmdabad as very rich and well 
supplied.^'' 
The economic importance of the city can be gauged from the 
contemporary literature. The European travellers have left behind very 
fascinating accounts of Ahmadabad during the 17^ ^ century. These accounts 
30 , Tabqat, p. 450; Haft Iqlim, p. 87, Ain, I, p. 486. 
3 1 . Half Iqlim, pp.'&6-il. 
32 . Tabqat, p. 450; Mirat-i Sikandari, p. 43. 
33 . Am, I, p. 486. 
34 . Durate Barbosa, book of Durate-Barbosa, Vol. I, p. 108, see also, p. 125. 
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shed considerable light on its location, beauty, process of urbanization, 
manufactures, trade and crafts during our period.^ ^ 
The importance of Ahmadabad during the 17* century was due to many 
factors. The most important of them, perhaps, was the availabihty of 
commodities like indigo, textiles, saltpeter, precious metals, gems and pearls 
and other commodities. It also served as an entrepot for the transit trade linked 
to Sindh in the north, Surat in the South, Cambay in the South and Agra m the 
north-east. The presence of foreign companies like the English, Dutch, and 
French East India Companies is a proof of Ahmdabad's economic importance. 
Ahmadabad was always a favoured destination of the merchants of many 
nationalties. As Downton writing in 1614-15 remarked the "English, Dutch, 
Portugues, Jews, Armenians, Arabians, Medes and Persians, Turks, and 
Tartarians cum multi aliis" were all happily living in Ahmadabad. The 
Gujarati merchants themselves were well organized and certainly carrying a 
large proportion of trade.^'' 
The city of Ahmadabad is described as "great and populous" . We do 
not have any statistical data on its population but in the contemporary European 
sources it has been stated to be as big as London or Paris. On the basis of 
these assertions, Irfan Habib has estimated the population of the city of 
35 . For these accounts see John Jourdain, Journal of John Joiirdain 1608-1617, ed. W. Foster, 
Hakluyt Society, 1905, p. 173, notes on pp. 95, 143; Nicholas Downton, Voyage of Nicholas 
Downton to the East Indies 1614-15, ed. W. Foster, London, 1939, pp. 151-152. 
36. Downton, pp. 151-52. 
37 . M.N. Pearson, pp. 99-100; Ashin Dasgupta in Cambridge Ecnomic History of India, I, ed. Tapan 
Raychaudhari & Irfan Habib, Delhi, 1984, pp. 412-13. 
38 . Downton, pp. 151-152. 
39 . Letters received by the East India Company from its servants in the East (1602-17), 6 Vols, ed. 
F.C. Danvers and W. Foster (Vols. II-VI), London, 1896-1902, II, p. 28; Wittington, in Early 
Tarvels in India, ed. Foster, London, 1921, p. 206. 
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Ahmadabad to be between 100,000-200,000 in the year 1613/° As the town 
was administrative cum commercial centre, being the head quarter of both the 
sarkar and the suba, so a good number of imperial officers and their retinues 
and hangers on must have been residing in the city. There were also others 
groups of people deriving their livelihood from the city like the merchant 
classes including big merchants banias, petty shop keepers, brokers etc. then 
there was the class of the primary producers comprising of artisans, skilled 
workers, labourers, washermen and dyers etc. Ahmadabad being an emporium 
of various products attracted the merchants of different nationalities as noticed 
by Downton'^ '. So quite a number of Asian and European merchants with their 
establishments were living in the city. Such a composition of population thus 
suggests that the city was not solely dependent on extraction of revenues from 
the village side. 
The hectic commercial activities in Ahmadabad were also due to many 
crafts and agro-based products. The rich production of Ahmadabad included 
textiles, indigo, saltpeter sugar, etc. Textiles and indigo were, so it seems the 
most coveted items of export."^ ^ As has been remarked that a large variety of 
clothes were manufactured in Ahmadabad."*^  Indigo produced at Sarkhej and its 
adjoining villages was manufactured and distributed at Ahmadabad'*'*. Saltpetre 
was in demand both in India and Europe during the 17 century. It was 
supplied in good quantity from Ahamdabad.'*^  
40 . Cambridge Economic History of India, I, p. 171. 
4 ] . Downton, pp. 151-152. 
42 . For details see my M.Phil, dissertation on Commerce of Ahmedabad during the 17th century. 
43 . Jourdain, p. 173. 
44, Ibid 
45 . For details see my M.Phil, dissertation chapter V. 
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Ahmadabad received the attention of tlie Mughal court and the nobility 
especially for its trade in gold, silver, pearls and precious stones as well as 
brocades. Manucci was highly impressed by the jewelry made at Ahmadabad/^ 
Ahmadabad acted both as the entry point and distributing centre of 
goods coming from Sarkhej, Cambay, Surat and Burhanpur and it supplied the 
needs of Baroda, Broach and other cities. It had trade relations with distant 
places like Mocha and Basra in the middle east and Java and Sumatra in south 
east Asia. It also had a considerable share of India's trade with countries of 
Europe and Asia.''^  
The magnitude of urban taxation may provide us an index of its 
commercial activity. The city of Ahmadabad paid the second largest amount of 
urban taxes in 1595-96 next only to Agra. The urban taxes paid by 
Ahmadabad amounted to 3,13,02,745 dams which may suggest that following 
Agra it was the most important urban centre in Mughal times."*^  
There were fluctuations and troughs in the economic fortunes of 
Ahmadabd during the period under discussion. The decline of Cambay port 
during the first quarter of the 1 f^ century diverted the direction of the trade 
from Ahmadad to Surat; the famine of 1630-32 also took its toU.^ *^  The trade 
and manufacture declined during the famine but once the famine was over, by 
1636, the trade picked up again.^ ' 
46 . Niccolao Manucci (1699-1709), Storia do Mogor, trans. W. Irvine, 4 Vols. London, 1907-8, ii, 
pp. 399-400. 
47 . Samuel Purchas, Purchas his Pilgrimages, vol. IV, ed. Maclehose, 20 Vols, Glasgow, 1905; 
p.433; The English Factories in India (1618-69), ed. W. Foster, 13 vols. Oxford, 1906-27; EFI 
1618-21, pp. 11,92-95, 301, 303; EFI 1634-36, pp. 94,217; EFI 1651-54, pp. 57, 109. 
48 . Shireen Moosvi, Economy of the Mughal Empire - A Statistical Study, Delhi, 1987, p. 310. 
49 . Ibid. p. 313; The percentage of urban tax was 98.361 considering Agra as the Index (=100). 
50. EFI 1630-33,^.\m. 
51. EFI1634-36,pp.m,12,124. 
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Writing in 1760's the author of the Mirat-i-Ahmadi still describes 
Ahmadabad as one of the biggest centers of textile production that was highly 
in demand within the country as well as abroad.^ ^ 
52 . Mirat (Suppl.), p. 6. 
II.(ii) The Gujarat Ports 
The western coast of India has always enjoyed an important position in 
the overseas trade owing to its geographical location. Tome Pires has rightly 
remarked that "Cambay chiefly stretches out two arms, with her right arm she 
reaches out towards Aden and with the other towards Malacca, as the most 
important places to sail to, and the other places are held to be of less 
importance".' Aden was the entrepot where Arab, European goods and money 
were brought by Arab merchants which was further carried out to Guajrat by 
Arab or Gujarati ships and was exchanged for Indian goods. This way two 
great entrepots were linked with the ports of Gujarat. Broach was a very 
important port of Gujarat during the medieval period. The Broach coin-hoard 
shows that coins from round the world was received at the port. Cambay too 
had trade contacts with Red Sea and Persian Gulf ^  The Ports of Cambay 
derived their significance partly from their link with Ahmadabad because it 
was a great raietropolis, famous for its crafts like velvet'*, satin^ silk brocade^ 
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with gold and silver thread gold and silver embroidery, chintz, calico and 
1 . Tome Pires, The Suma Oriental of Time Pires: An Account of the East from the Red Sea to 
Japan, Hakluyt Society, 2"'' Series, No. LXXXIX, 1944, p. 128. 
2 . 0. Codrington, 'On a Hoard of coins found at Broach', The Journal of Bombay Branch of the 
Royal Asiatic Society, XV (1881-2, pp. 339-70). The hoard contains gold and silver coins from 
Egypt, Syria, Yemen, Persia, Geneva, Venice and Armenia. The gold coins number 448 and 
silver coins over 1,200. Cf Shireen Moosvi, 'The Gujarat Ports and their Hinterland: The 
Economic Relationship' in Ports and Their Hinterlands in India (1700-1950), ed. Indu Banga, 
New Delhi, 1992,p, 121, 
3 . Minhaj Siraj, Tabaqat-i Nasiri, ed. A.H. Habibi, Kabul, 1964, II, p. 48; Cambridge Economic 
Histor}! of India, Vol. I, ed. Tapan Raychaudhury and Irfan Habib, Cambridge, 1982, p. 148. 
4 . Ain-i-Akbari, I, p. 486; Samuel Purchas, Purchas his Pilgrims, ed. Maclehose, 20 Vols., 
Glasgow, 1905, Vol. 4, p. 167; Francisco Pelsaert, Remonstrantie, tr. W.H. Moreland and P. 
Geyl, Jahangir's India, Cambridge, 1925, p. 19. 
5 . Ain, I, p. 106, Pelsaert, p. 19, Indian Travels ofThevenot and Careri, ed. Surendranath Sen, 
Delhi, 1949, p. 17. 
6 . Ain, I, p. 486; Purchas IV, p. 168; Careri in Indian Travels, op.cit., pp. 163-4. 
7 . Ain, l, p. 486. 
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quilts.^  Its artisans and crafts have enjoyed global reputation. Indigo was 
produced in the village around Sarkhej and refined at Ahmadabad was in great 
demand in the European markets.^  The seaport of Ahmadabad was Cambay, 
while Gogha served as an outer port of Cambay. The strip of sea which 
separates the peninsula of Khathiawar from the north side of western coast is 
known as Gulf of Cambay. Cambay lies at the head of the Gulf in the western 
port of the province of Guajrat, between 22°4r N and 72°20' and 73°5' E; 
while Gogha is situated between 2 r 4 r and 72°17' E in the peninsula of 
Kathiawar.'° Cambay did not have the facility for the anchorage of large ships 
owing to the presence of large sand banks.'' The silting of the mouth of the 
river Mahi in due course, turned Cambay into an insignificant and unsuitable 
port for navigation. Tavemier says that "one of the principal reasons why this 
(Cambay) town has lost a part of her commerce is, earlier the sea came close to 
Cambay, and small vessels were able to approach it easily, but for some years 
part of the sea has been receding day by day, so that vessels are now unable to 
be nearer than four or five leagues to the town".'^  Apart from silting, tidal bore 
was also a problem for ships as Thevenot observed, "The tides are so swift to 
the north of the Gulf of Cambay, that a man on horse-back at ftill speed, cannot 
keep pace with the first wave and this violence of the sea is one reason also 
why great ships go but seldom thither.'^  It was only possible for Cambay to 
8 . John Jourdain, The Journal of John Jourdain 1608-1617, ed. W. Foster, Hakluyt Society, 1905, 
p. 171, Purchas, IV, p. 167. EFI1630-33, p. 124, Thevenot in India Travels, p. 17. 
9 . Ain, I, p. 486, Early Travels in India 1583-1619, ed. W. Foster, London, 1624-29, p. 232; Jean 
Baptiste Tavemier, Tavemier's Travels in India 1640-67, @ tr. V. Ball, 2 vols, London, 1889, 
(b) Ball's trans revised and ed. W. Crooke, London, 1925,1, p. 72. 
10. The Imperial Gazetteer of India, Vol. IX, p. 292; See also vol. XII, p. 301. 
11 . Adas of the Mughal Empire, Sheet 7B and notes. 
12. Tavemier, 1, p. 57. 
13 . Thevenot in Indian Travels, op.cit., p. 18. 
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continue its commercial activities provided that it should maintain Gandhar 
later Gogha as its outer port where large ships could anchor and cargoes could 
be trans-shipped through flat-bottomed light boats (tawris). Gandhar, north of 
Narbada river, served as the main outer port of Cambay during 14", 15 and 
early 16"' centuries.''* Silting was a problem with nearly all medieval ports and 
Gandhar was no exception. By the first half of 16"^  century, Gandhar silted so 
til • 
much that it was not suitable for navigation. By the beginning of 17 century it 
was no more useful. Gogha on the opposite (Saurashtra) shore had already 
replaced. Abul FAzl informs us that large ships were anchored at Gogha, goods 
being trans-shipped to and from Cambay on smaller boats known as tawris. 
Jahangir is more explicit while the repeats the same information as given by 
Abul Fazl, but he clearly states that the larger ships could not anchor at 
Cambay and thus its dependency Gogha served the purpose.'^ 
After the Mughal conquest of Guajrat in 1572 by Akbar, the chief port 
Cambay and its outer port Gogha became the integral part of the empire. The 
conquest resulted into the administrative and economic integration of Gujarat 
consequently expanding the hinterland of the Gujarat ports. So the Gujarat 
ports became very important in terms of its exports and imports. The 
commodities were brought from far flung interiors to the ports of Gujarat to be 
exported. The interests of the ruling class was well taken care of while 
importing things of their choices like treasure and horses.'^ The exports of 
14 . Cambridge Economic History of India, I, p. 152. 
15. /!/«, I, p.486. 
] 6 . Jahangir, Tuzuk-i Jahangiri, ed. Syud Ahmad, Ghazipur and AHgarh, 1863-4, p. 206. 
17 . Bib, Nationale, Blochet, Suppi. Pers. 482 f. 37b, ibid., ff. 44a-b. See also Mirat-i Ahmadi II p 
221. ^' 
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goods from interior was also made possible such as Bayana indigo, textiles 
(Daryabadis and Khayrabadis) from Awadh and Bengal silk.'^ 
At the time of Mughal conquest of Gujarat in 1572 by Akbar, the major 
route connecting Ahmadabad with Agra was via Ajmer, Merta, Jodhpur and 
Jalor. The route via Ajmer passed through the desert and the territories of the 
Rajput zamindars and the English in 1616 described "Customs and extortions 
are intolerable".'^ The newly acquired importance of the large hinterland 
shifted the fortunes of the Gujarat ports. The development of a new route after 
the conquest of Khandesh by the Mughal in 1601 provided smooth flow of 
traffic. This route originated from Agra and passed through Gwalior and 
Malwa to Burhanpur and then to Khandesh plains to southern Gujarat. The 
route via Burhanpur entirely passed through the imperial territories and 
described by the English as 'Safer', 'Speedier' and 'Cheaper'.^° This route was 
well-traversed and must have had an added attraction for the banjaras since 
being one of the most fertile track, supplies must have been easily available as 
well as the grazing grounds all along the route for animals. However, this route 
was not fit during the two months of heavy rains,^* So this new alternative 
route affected the fortune of Cambay ports which in turn helped Surat to grow 
during the course of the 17 century. The emergence of Surat which first came 
into prominence during the 17^*^  century as a port for the pilgrim to traffic to 
11 
Mecca ', was an added factor for the progressive decline of the Cambay ports. 
For becoming the center of haj traffic and the European factories, Surat 
18. EFI1618-21,p.6\. 
19 . EFI 1648-50, pp. 192-3; See also Tavemier, Travels in India, p. 31; who also complains against 
these extortions. 
20 . Foster, Supplementary Calender, p. 89, See also Atlas of The Mughal Empire, Sheet 7B & n. 
21 . Tavemier, p. 31. 
22 . Ashis Das Gupta, Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat c. 1700-1750, Wiesbaden, 1979, 
p. 3. 
^^r:^^ 
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enjoyed certain marked geographical advantages. The Swally hole was 
discovered by an English factor Sir Henry Middleton" , which greatly improved 
the chances of Surat to develop as the most important port. This hole (a natural 
undersea trough) had the facility for anchoring of large vessels and therefore 
served as an anchorage to Surat. The village of Swally situated at the mouth of 
the river Tapti at a latitude of 2 r 5 ' N and a longitude of 72°50' E was greatly 
appreciated by the European merchants for its facility to lade and unlade the 
goods."^ '^  But we are informed that this have became difficult to use during the 
western monsoon between the end of April and September.^^ Surat emerged as 
a rival of Cambay quite rapidly and became the major port of Gujarat after the 
second decade of the 17''' century.^ ^ This change is also noticed by Moreland 
who finds its evidence in the declining output of the Ahmadabad mint (received 
silver via Cambay) and a corresponding rise in silver minting at Surat which 
received silver from Europe (via the Red Sea and the Cape of Good Hope). 
Since bullion was the major item of import in Mughal India, the volume of 
minting could certainly be taken as an index of the flow of commerce at these 
ports. However, Moreland has based his study from catalogues of museum 
holdings.^^ While the surviving number of coins could possibly serve as an 
index of the actual minting, the samples drawn from museum collections 
cannot be assumed random and unbiased since it suffers the bias of the 
colJectors^^ I have, therefore, drawn my sample from the U.P. coin-hoards.'^ ^ 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
Early Travels, p. 96. 
Early Travels, p. 96, Peter Mundy, II, p. 311. 
The Dutch Factories in India 1617-23, ed. Om Prakash, Delhi, 1984, p. 133. 
Thevenot in Travels in India, p. 18. 
W.H. Moreland, From Akbar to Aurangzeb, Delhi, 1972, p. 177. 
For criticism of the sample from museum collections, See John S. Deyell, 'Numismatic 
Methodology in the estimation of Mughal Currency output, Indian economic and Social History 
Review, XIII, No. 3, p. 375. 
29 . Unpublished official reports (signed by Secretary, Coin Committee, U.P. Curator Lucknow 
Museum of the treasure trove found in U.P. during the period 1884-1979 and presently with the 
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The following table shows the output of the coins of Ahmadabad and 
Surat mints arranged decade-wise. 
Table 1 
Decades 
1555-75 
1576-85 
1586-95 
1596-1605 
1606-15 
1616-25 
1626-35 
1636-45 
1646-55 
1656-65 
1966-75 
1676-85 
1686-95 
1696-1705 
Ahmadabad 
30 
97.5 
294.5 
592.0 
24 
9 
7 
13 
6 
5 
12 
10 
3 
3 
Surat 
-
-
-
-
67 
28 
111.5 
92 
121 
98.5 
127 
143 
101.5 
89 
The evidence of U.P. coin -hoards establishes it beyond doubt that the 
Ahmadabad mint's output began declining from 1606-15, the decade in which 
minting at Surat began. The prominence acquired by Surat mint in the first 
quarter of the 17 '^ century continued till the beginning of the 18* century. 
Though interestingly enough a mint was opened at Cambay as well some time 
before 1650 and was minted coins down to 1703.^ ° However, the surviving 
State Museum, Lucknow, Cf. Shireen Moosvi, 'Gujarat Ports and their Hinterland', fn. 19, See 
also A.K. Srivastav, coin Hoards of Uttar Pradesh, 1884-1979,1, Lucknow, 1981. 
30 . The earliest surviving coin preserved in Calcutta museum is dated 1650, while in the U.P. coin 
find reports, coins uttered until 1703-4 are noted. A.K. Srivastava, Coin Hoards of Uttar 
Pradesh. 
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coins from Cambay mint are so scarce that it cannot be assumed that the 
minting at Cambay would have made up for the dechning in the output of 
Ahmadabad mint. 
The commercial decline of the Cambay ports is also represented by its 
revenue statistics. In 1595, the combinedyaw^ (estimated revenue income) of 
Cambay and Gogha was 2,27,986 dams^'; by the close of Aurangzeb's reign, it 
was reduced to 70,56,000 dams.^ ^ In 1715-19 Itimad Ali Khan reports it to be 
Rs. 120,000 or 48,00,000 dams (at the rate of 40 dams to a rupee).^^ The huge 
quantity of money minted at Surat was dispersed inland ajfter 1620 and not 
through Ahamdabad. Secondly huge amount of money was available at Surat to 
be transported to inland.^ "* 
The decline of Surat is due to the collapse of the Mughal empire which 
contract its hinterland. This process has been studied by Ashin Das Gupta quite 
in detail in his seminar work."^ 
3 1 . Ain, I p. 494. 
32 . Br. Mus. Add. 6586, f. 75b (Rotograph in the Department of History Library, AMU). 
33 . Itimad Ali Khan, Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 94a. 
34 . Shireen Moosvi, Gujarat ports and their Hinterland, p. 129. 
35 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat. 
Chapter III 
Tlfie great !Mercliants and 
(Barters 
i SUdntidas SdHu 
a Merchantife and TinandaCoperations of 
Virjil^ofira 
iiii MulhMduCQfmfur 
III.(I) Shantldas Sahu 
At the turn of the 17 century Ahmadabad was perhaps mainly in the 
hands of the Gujarati merchants themselves in spite of the fact that the 
"Armenians, Arabians, Medes and Persians, Turks and Tetarians"' were all the 
traditional partners in this trade. The Portuguese too by now had settled down 
in this network more as competitors than oppressive rivals. The 1?"^  century 
witnessed the appearance of two new competitors somewhat different in nature 
and organization, namely the English and the Dutch. The coming of the two 
west European Companies perhaps did not affect this pattern of Gujarat or 
Ahmadabad trade so tremendously as the enormous information left by them 
about their activities tainted the study of Gujarati trade. The role of the Gujarati 
merchants was over shadowed and a Eurocentric view prevailed for long, 
though recently a happy departure has been made. 
The dominant position held by the Guajrati merchants becomes evident 
from the fact that even for the beginning of the English company's trade in 
1612; it was not only the Mughal authorities alone but four major Gujarati 
merchants as well who were to be involved in agreement.'* Their importance 
was recognized and their interests were safeguarded by the Mughal authorities. 
We find that when the English East India Company adversely affected the 
position of the Gujarati merchants in the Red Sea trade, Prince Khurram as 
governor of Guajrat issued an order prohibiting this trade.^ When in 1622 the 
) . Downton, pp. 151-52. 
2 . Moreland, from Akbar to Aurangzeb, Steensgaad, Asian Trade Revolution of the 17th century. 
3 . Ashin Das Gupta in Cambridge Economic History of India, I, pp. 428-20. 
4 . EFI, 1624-29, p. 30, 
5 . Br. Mus. Add. 405 (Had roll 43, A4). 
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Dutch confiscated the sea borne goods of the Guajrati merchants not only were 
they duly punished by the Mughal authority but even the English had to pay for 
this outrage. 
The English and the Dutch in spite of their superiority on the seas were 
still a junior partner in the West Indian trade and the stage was still held by the 
big Gujarati merchants such as Virji Vohra of Surat or Shantidas of 
Ahmadabad. 
To gauge an idea of the position and activities of the big Gujarati 
merchants at Ahmadabad it might be rewarding to make a case study of 
Shantidas. He has already attracted some attention from historians. 
The sources of the study of the career of Shantidas are unpublished 
Sanskrit verses'', Jain traditions^ and a number of Mughal farmans and Dutch 
material . 
These sources have been critically examined and utilized by 
Commissariat.'°But the greater part of his career has been studied through the 
Imperial Mughal farman}^ These farms have been preserved by the 
6 . M.S. Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, Bombay, 1935; A History ofGuajrat with a 
Surx'ey of its Monuments and Inscriptions, Vol. II, Bombay, 1957; "Mughal Farmans in 
Guajraf', Journal of the University of Bombay, IX-I, uly, 1940. 
M. Abdulla Chaghtai, "A rare Historical Scroll of Shah Jahan's Reign", Journal of the Asiatic 
Society of Pakistan, Vol. XVI, No. 1, Dwijendra Tripathi, Dynamics of a Tradition, Delhi, 1981. 
7 . Jain aitihasic Gujar Karya Sanchaya, Ed. by Shriman Jin Vijayati, (Bhavnagar), Cf. Studies in 
History... fh, 1, p. 55, Jain Aitihasic Rasmala, ed. by Mohan Lai D. Desai, pp. 27; also 
Maganlal Vakhatchand's History of Ahmadabad in Guajrati, pp. 170-75, cf. Studies in history of 
Guajrat, p. 53. 
8 . Chintamani Prashasti, a poem in Sanskrit which has not yet been published, cf Studies in 
History, fn. 1, p. 54. 
9 . M.S. commissariat, Mughal Farmans in Gujarat, JUB, IX-I, July, 1940; for Dutch sources see 
Chapter iv.ii. 
10 Studies in History of Gujarat. A History of Gajarat with a Survey of its Monuments and 
Inscriptions, Mughal Farmans in Gajarat, Journal of the University of Bombay, IX-I, July, 1940. 
11 These/az-wara are addressed to the imperial officers of Ahmadabad. 
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descendents of Shantidas for more than three hundred and fifty years. These 
documents are now in the possession of the firm of Sheth Anandji Kalyani 
The documents are authentic as a number of these yarman^ are reproduced in 
the Mirat-i-Ahmadi as well. Shantidas also find mentions in the European 
sources specially English and Dutch Factory Records. The contemporary 
European travellers like Tavemier, Mandelslo and Thevenot refer him as a 
great 'bania' and mention his Chintamani temple. 
The career of Shantidas is very fascinating who flourished during the 
reigns of Jahangir and Shah Jahan and his career closed in the beginning of 
Aurangzeb's reign. Being a great financier, a master of vast resources and a 
court jeweller, he enjoyed some position at the court of successive Mughal 
rulers.'' 
It was probably in the last decade of the reign of emperor Akbar that 
Shantidas was bom in the house of Sahasrakiran, a scion of the royal Rajput 
house of Sisodias of Udaipur.'"* His ancestors had converted to the Jain faith, a 
feat not uncommon in those days.'^ SahasraKiran at a very young age had 
taken employment in a Manvar; jweller's shop as an assistant. Gradually from 
the position of an apprentice he rose to become an expert in that field and 
married his master's only daughter, Sahasrakiran adopted not only his mentor-
12 It is a fictitious name of a firm whicli is governed by the leaders of the Jain Community in 
Western India. This body has come into being to manage the affairs of the temples sacred to the 
Jain religion on the hill of Shatrunjaya at Palitana. The chief authorities of this firm are the 
descendents of Shantidas, M.S. Commissariat, Studies in History of Gajarat, p. 6A, fii. No. 1. 
13 Fro his versatile and remarkable career see also chapter IV on Merchants and Property. 
!4 For the family of Shantidas see M.S. Commisariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, pp. 53-54, 61-
62. 
15 Dwijendra Tripathi, Dynamics of a tradition, pp. 11 -12. 
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father-in-law's occupation but also the last name "Zaveri" or "Jauhari" 
indicating his profession.'^ A title that was passed on to his son Shantidas. 
Shantidas was on e of the greatest jewellers of Ahmadabad during the 
l?"" century. As for the reputation of Shantidas as Jauhari, a series offarmans 
has been issued by the Mughal emperors. From these it appears that he was no 
doubt the real founder of the family fortunes. 
kfarman issued by Jahangir in 1622 in which "Jawahari" was added to 
Shantidas name signifying his association with jewel business Similarly in 
1627 the English factor referred to him as "the deceased king's (Jahangir) 
Jewelers".'^ Shantidas was given royal protection by Jahangir^°. Being a court 
jeweler Shantidas supplied gifts and rarities to the Mughal court from time to 
time.^' 
The career of Shantidas is also of interest for the students of urban 
history as he is considered to be the first naagarsheth of the city of 
Ahmadabad. No contemporary documents strengthen Maganlal's assumption 
by referring to Shantidas as the nagarsheth^^ The institution of nagarsheth 
during the period if existed had not formalized to find menfion in contemporary 
works and the title of nagarsheth had not definitely been conferred upon 
Shantidas Jauhari by Jahangir or any other Mughal eemperors^"* During our 
16 Ibid., ^.22. 
17 M.S. Commissariat, "Mughal Farmans in Gujarat", (hereafter as Mughal Farmans). 
18 Commissariat, Mughal Farmans...p. 30. 
19 EFl, 1624-29, p.m. 
20 Mughal Farmans, p. 30. 
21 Ibid. 
22 Maganlal Vakhatchand, Ahmadabad no tihas in Gujarati, Ahmadabad, 1977 (reprint), pp. 125-
127 of. Dwijendra Tripathi and M.J. Mehata, "The Nagar Sheth of Ahmadabad: The History of 
an urban institution in a Gujarat city PIHC, 1978, p. 483. 
23 D. Tripathi and M.J. Mehta, p. 483. 
24 D. Tripathi and M.J. Mehta, pp. 484-85. 
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period the wealthiest and the most influential merchant acted as the leader of 
the city without having any formal position as such. 
The financial strength of the merchant class and the need of its alliance 
with the state was well perceived by the Mughal rulers. Thus this cordial 
relationship was further carried by Shahjahan when he ascended the throne in 
1628, Shantidas received from the emperor gifts of horses and elephants. In 
one of his farmans Shahjahan mentioned Shantidas as the "beopari" (merchant) 
and a loyal "Jawahari" (jeweller) of the court.^ ^ Regarding the immovable 
assets of Shantidas in the city of Ahmadabad, the farman mentioned the havelis 
(mansions), shops and gardens owned by him.^ ^ The farman ordered the 
administrators of the province that none should occupy the assets of Shantidas 
and instructed that there should be no interference in realizing the rents from 
the shops and warns against any molestation of his property. In yet another 
farman Shahjahan reaffirms and directs that the entire property possessed by 
Shantidas should pass on to his heirs without interference in case of his death. 
This is indicative of the fact that the law of escheat was not enforced in actual 
practice.^ 
These documents clearly indicate the position enjoyed by Shantidas at 
the Mughal court and show that the Mughal emperors protected the personal 
and business interests of Shantidas. Dara Shikoh too issued a nishan to the 
same effect.' Being a court Jeweller Shantidas was supposed to send jewels 
25 Ibid, p. 483. 
26 Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p. 54. 
27 Iht farman was issued in 1635-36 A.D. 2nd Shahriwar, 8th R.Y.) see Mughal farmans p 31 
28 Ibid 
29 This/aman was issued in August 1642, Mughal Farmas...p.32. 
30 Athar Ali, The Mughal Nobility under Aurangzeb, Bombay, 1968, pp. 87-88. 
31 The nishan was issued on Sept, 26, 1642, see Mughal farmans..p. 33. 
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from time to time to the royal court. This is evident from a farman of Shah 
Jahan and a nishan of Prince Dara Shikoh which was issued on 17 Sept. 1642.^ ^ 
In this document Muizul Mulk at Ahmadabad was asked to secure jewels from 
Shantidas and other jewellers for the approaching anniversary celebrations of 
the royal accession and the same were to be forwarded to the court. As a mark 
of patronage the emperor conferred a robe of honour upon Shantidas in 1658. 
Inspite of these, when Shantidas neglected his duty as a court jeweller 
and stopped sending gifts to the court, he was warned, and thus on 1st Sept. 
1655 a nishan to this effect was issued by Prince Dara Shikoh. Again in 1658 
when Shantidas supplied goods which were not up to the mark and to the 
satisfaction of the emperor; Shah Jahan warned him against this practice. Still 
the emperor purchased some of these goods and returned the rest to the 
gimashta (agent) of Shantidas^^ 
Shantidas maintained smooth relations with the Mughal court by regular 
supplies of expensive gifts. His other activities are not definitely known. In the 
light of Mughal farmans, it appears that Shantidas main business activities 
were related to jewel profession But there are reference to indicate that he 
acted as a broker, and a banker. The English factors at one place referred to him 
as the '"Governor's broker", ft is a well known fact that the brokers were 
employed by the European merchants for commercial transactions at 
Ahmadabad during the 17*'^  century. But we do not have any evidence to show 
32 See Mughal Farmans, p. 34. 
34 See Mughal Farmans, p. 34. 
35 Ibid. p. 43. 
36 For example see Mughal Farmans, pp. 30-60. 
37 £FU554-J6,p.314. 
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that Shantidas ever worked as a broker for any of the European Companies. 
Being a well trusted person he worked for the imperial governors. The English 
factors referred him as a big shroff (sarrqf) in 1640^^ We are further informed 
that Shantidas lent Rs. 10,000 to the factors of the English East India Company 
at the interest of one percent per month. 
It seems that Shantidas also invested in trade and commerce. The 
English factors reported that his goods were lost on a ship from Chaul to Diu. 
So the English were perturbed when the dispute arose for the restitution of the 
loss as he was a man of considerable influence at the Mughal Court.'*^ 
Shantidas being one of the richest Jain business magnates, served his 
community and the faith to the best of his ability. In 1621, he built a 
magnificent Jain temple known as 'Chintamani temple' in locality of 
Bibipura. ' The grandeur and imposing structure of this temple has been 
described by contemporary European travellers.'*^ In 1645 Prince Aurangzeb 
during his tenure as the Subedar of Gujarat converted this temple into a 
mosque.'''' 
Shantidas appears to have represented his case at the Mughal court for 
soon Shah Jahan issued a farman and instructured Ghairat Khan, the naib-
subadar of Gujarat and other officials of the province for restoring the 
Chhamani temple which had been converted into a mosque by Prince 
38 EFl 1637-41, p. 225. 
39 EFI, 1624-29,p.2\5. 
40 EFl 1634-36, pp. 196, 259, 314. 
41 Commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p. 56, Now the locality in known as Saraspur. 
42 Thevenot, p. 13, Commisariat, Mandelslo, pp. 23-25, 
43 Mirat, I, p. 220, This has also been attested by the French traveller Thevenot who visited 
Ahmadabad in 1686; See Thevenot, p. 113. 
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Aurangzeb. He also ordered to make complete r^fttatitrffTor the damage/'' It 
shows the religious catholicity of Shah Jahan. 
Shantidas being the head of the Jain community managed many of the 
holy places and shrines sacred to the Jains. Shah Jahan through his farmans 
granted the temples of Chintamani, Shatrunja, Sankheswra and Kesari to 
Shantidas as these were in his possession before Shah Jahan's accession to the 
throne.''^ Shantidas was fiirther granted threeposhals"^ at Ahmadabad, four at 
Cambay one each at Surat and Radhanpur.''^ Apart from these sacred Jain 
monuments Shantidas acquired many other such places. In Shah Jahan's 30 
R. Y. he obtained a long term lease of the entire village of Shankeshwar in the 
pargana of Munjpur for a sum of Rs. 1,050. And difarman was issued in this 
regard."^ ^ He was also asked by the emperor to look after the interests of the 
people and prosperity of the region."*^  He received the village of Palitana as 
inam. A nishan for the same had been issued by Prince Murad Baksh on 7 Nov. 
1656.^"Though the nishan had been exclusively issued in the name of Shantidas 
but it also stated that "the people of the adjoining places may come there for 
pilgrimage (tirtha) with peace of heart"^' This village was held by Shantidas as 
altamgha Jagir. He is also known to have maintained ""pinjarapoles" or 
44 Mughal Farmans, p. 39. 
45 Commisariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p. 60. The sacred hill of Palitana in Kathiawar is 
known by the name of Satrunja; The temple of Kersharinath is situated by the village of 
Dhueva, about 36 miles from the city of Udaipur. 
A6 A poshal is a place where a Jain stays when keeping his posha, vow, one of the four disciplinary 
vows of the Jains, commissariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p.60. fii. No. 4. 
47 Mughal Farmans, pp. 44,46. 
48 Ibid 
49 Mughal Farmans, pp. 44,46. 
50 Commisariat, Studies in History of Gujarat; p. 65. 
51 Ibid 
52 Commisariat, Studies in Hisotry of Gujarat; p. 66; Shantidas offered two lakh dams aspeshkash 
for the same. 
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veterinary hospitals in different parts of Gujarat like Surat, Cambay and 
Radhanpur.^^ 
Apart from these acquisitions of religious nature Shantidas amassed 
huge assets and wealth of mundane utility. These included a tract of land 
comprising thirty bighas in Asarva village granted to him by Shah Jahan as 
inam.^'^ The fact that the village was situated in the haveli pargana of 
Ahmadabad, had an added importance^^ He bought a haveli at Ahmadabad 
belonging to the state for Rs.6000, the highest price paid by any one for the 
building.^'' Shantidas gifted houses to his heirs which were built in the different 
localities of the city of Ahmadabad. 
Another very interesting evidence about his property in the city of 
Ahmadabad is forthcoming from a Hiba Nama (gift deed) he made in favour of 
his son and daughter. Chaghatai has reproduced this document and has also 
offered a summary translation as well.^'' However, the document is important 
enough to be dealt thoroughly. ^ ^ 
Shantidas had many buildings hired out on rents. This is clear from 
farmans of Shah Jahan in which the provincial officials are instructed to help 
Shantidas in collecting rents from the defaulter tenants.^^ 
53 Tripathi, Dynamics of a tradition, p. 27. 
54 Mughal Farmans.. pp 37-38. 
55 Mughal FArmans, pp. 37-38. 
56 Ibid, pp.34-35, Some one represented to the court that the price of the haveli was under 
estimated on this the officials incharge verified, it was found that the highest bid was only 
offered by Shantidas. 
57 M. Abdulla Chaghatai, "A Rare Historical Scroll of Shah Jahan's Reign", JASP, Vol. XVI, No. 
April 1971,op.cit. pp. 83-7. 
58 See chapter iv, ii, Shantidas's property in Ahmadabad - An anlysis of his gift deed, 1657. 
59 Mughal Farmans, p. 35-36. 
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Shantidas's entrepreneurial success owed much to his organizational 
capabilities backed by imperial support. When the war of succession started 
and Shah Jahan was put into the prison, Shantidas was quite perturbed. His 
brother and sons had given a loan of Rs. 5,50,000 to Murad Baksh to finance 
him in the war of succession. Regarding the repayment of the loan, Murad 
Baksh directed Mutamad Khan, the Subadar of Gujarat that return of the loan 
be made out of the revenues received for the kharif crop and from other 
specified parganas in Gujarat.^ ^ Mirat-i-Ahmadi also bears testimony to this 
farman and gives detail pragana and port wise break-up for the repayment of 
the loan which is as follows: 
Sural 
Khambayat (Cambay) 
Pargana Petlad 
Pargana Bharuch 
Pargana Viramgam 
Namak Sar (Salt region) 
1,50,000 
1,00,000 
1,00,000 
50,000 
45,000 
30,000 
Rupee 
(( 
(( 
u 
(( 
(( 
5,50,000 Rupees 
The order clearly indicates that the son of Shantidas should be paid first 
and his partners and other relatives afterwards.^' The farman issued by Murad 
Baksh did not carry any weight owing to his arrest four days from the date of 
issue by victorious Aurangzeb 62 
60 Mughal Farmans, p. 47-48. 
61 A/Zm/, I, pp. 238-239. 
53 Ibid. pp. 236-237. 
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In spite of all the apprehensions, Aurangzeb showed all courtesy to 
Shantidas and issued afarman on lO"* Aug., 1658 directing Rehmat Khan, the 
diwan for the repayment of the loan of 5 lakh and 50 thousand rupees that 
Murad Baksh had taken at Ahmadabad. The emperor granted the sum of one 
lakh of rupees from the royal treasury to Shantidas. In this connection Sifarman 
was also issued to Shah Nawaz Khan, the subadar that a sum of R5. One lakh 
should be given to Shantidas with out delay and hesitation.^^ 
There is also afarman issued on the same date as the above in which 
Aurangzeb directed the officials and mutasaddis of the province of Gujarat to 
give better treatment to Shantidas as he was "the old servant of the court" and 
assist him in his financial dealings. The farman further asked the mahajans and 
inhabitants of Ahmadabad to pursue their business as usual.^ "* The mere fact 
that the message of good will of the emperor is being conveyed through the 
jeweller-merchant further testifies to his high commercial and social posifion in 
the city of Ahmadabad. 
Shantidas maintained his important position even under Aurangzeb. 
Aurangzeb issued a farman dated 30 Jan. 1659 within six months of his 
accession in favour of Laksmichand, the son of Shantidas. The farman enjoined 
the officials of the province to help Lakshmichand in collecting his dues from 
the agents and other concerned persons after its verification.^^ 
Whatever might have been Aurangzeb's relafion with the jeweller-
merchant during his tenure as the subadar of Gujarat, he changed his attitude, 
63 Mughal Farmans, pp. 50-51. 
64 Mughal Farmans, pp. 51-52. 
65 Mughal Farmans, p. 53. 
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towards S'hantidas after ascending the throne. Aurangzeb reported full 
confidence in him. It is attested by a farman issued on 12* March 1660. 
Aurangzeb acknowledged the services rendered by Shantidas to his army 
during the war of succession. And that is why the emperor not only confirmed 
the grants of the hill of Gimar near Junagadh and the hill of Abu which were 
under the raja of Sirohi.^ ^ 
Shantidas had an eventftil and successful career. He left behind a great 
fortune to his heirs who in turn carried the tradition brilliantly. Shantidas died 
on the 5* Oct. 1659 according to the Jain sources^'', but the last Mn^dX farman 
issued in is name bore the date 12 March 1660.^ ^ It seems that the information 
of his death could not have reached to the Mughal Court by the time.^^ 
Shantidas manoevred religion and state successfully to achieve his 
mercantile ambitions are quite curious. The legacy he left behind is carried on 
by his worthy successors till date is unique in history. It is a peculiar case of 
historical longevity of wealth enjoyed by any family. 
66 Mughal Farmans, p. 54. 
67 Commisariat, Studies in History of Gujarat, p. 75. 
68 Ibid. 
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III.(if) Mercantile and Financial Operations of Virji Vora -
The Great 17^ ^ Century Merchant of Surat 
Virji Vora, the famous l?*^ century merchant of Surat is often mentioned 
in modern works on history', but there has no comprehensive study of his 
financial operations. We are not informed, for example, about the details of his 
organizational network. He must have a large number of personnel to carryout 
his business transactions including his family members. He maintained agents 
at Broach, Baroda, Ahmadabad, Burhanpur, Golconda and the east coast, in 
Malabar regions and Agra. He also had agents in Persian Gulf and Red Sea 
ports, and in the South-east Asia.^ 
Virji Vora name appears for the first time in the English commercial 
literature in 1619, in the reference to "Hacka Parrack, being servant to Virgee 
Vora merchant of this cities", who was recommended for courteous usage of all 
the English ships. Another reference again is of 1619, where we read that the 
English "forward letters of credit from Virge Vora [to] his servant Callian 
Shaggar" at Burhanpur.'* Being a merchant of vast resources he traded almost 
in every commodity which deemed to be profitable. Among these specific 
1 . Modem historians have spelt his name differently causing confusion about his religion. Satish 
Chandra writes 'Baharji Bohra' in "Some aspects of the Growth of a Money Economy in India 
during the 17th Century", in Indian Economic and social History Review, III, 4, 1966, p. 327. 
Jadunath Sarkar had spelt 'Baharji Borah' in, Shivaji and his Times, Calcutta, 1919, p. 110 and 
'Pirji Borah' in, History ofAurangzeb, Calcutta, 1912, Vol. I, p. 325. But in the merchants' letter 
dated 25 January 1655 addressed to the English Company his signature in Gujarati shows his 
name to be 'Virji Vohra Kendua', EFl, 1655-1660, pp. 16-17. K.H. Kamdar has conclusively 
proved that he was a Jain, in, Gujarat Historical Research Society. Similarly the date of his 
death is not certain M.J. Mehta presumes he died in 1670 ("Virji Vora: The Profile of an Indian 
Businessman in the !7th Century" in. Journal of the Oriental Institute, Baroda, 28, No. 3,4, 
1979, p. 97). Moreiand assumed the date to be 1677, in From Akbar to Aurangzeb, p. 155. 
Lotika Vardarajan argues in her paper "The Brother Boras and Virji Vora', Journal of the 
Economic and Social History of the Orient, Leiden, Vol. XIX, 1976, pp. 224-27; the Virji Vora 
died in 1685. 
2 . M.J. Mehta, p. 97-106; W.H. Van Santen, De Verenigde Oost-Indische Compagnie in Gujarat 
on Hindsutan, 1620-1660, pp. 124, 155; EFl inPassim. 
3 . EFl 1618-21, p. 86. 
4 . EFl 1618-21, p. 114. 
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mention is made of coral, irovy, gold and silver, mace, nutmeg, pepper, copper, 
tin, quicksilver, vermilion, alum, amber and tea.^  He also dealt in cotton and 
opium.^ The pepper was imported on a large scale from Malabar and Kanara 
and he supplied them in return for pepper, were redistributed by Malabar 
merchants to the interior and into far south.' 
The strategy and tactics adopted to manipulate the market by Virji Vora 
was remarkable. Engrossing the entire commodity by his syndicate was one 
such strategem. Virji Vora bought the entire consignment of cloves brought the 
Dutch at Surat at the rate of Rs. 45 per maund. And he resold the cloves at the 
o 
rate of Rs. 62 and Rs. 65 per maund. In view of the predominance of Virji 
Vora no other merchants dared to buy the goods brought by the English at 
Surat.^ One of Virji Vora's commercial ventures is recorded by the English 
factor at Calicut. HI understood that Virji Vora yearly sends down his people 
hither to Callicut with cotten and opium by which hee doth not [gain?] less than 
double his money to those people hee buyeth his money to those people hee 
buyeth his pepper off [and] afterwards disposeth of his pepper to us double 
what it cost him; for I fmde pepper to be worth here but 15-1/2 and 16 fanams 
the maund, which is not half the rate he usually valleweth it to our people in 
Suratt"."^ 
To engross commodities like copper and quick-silver was the usual 
practice of Virji Vora so that he could dictate the price to the buyers.^' He had 
5 . EFl, 1630-33, pp. 301-02; EFJ 1642-45, p. 18; Ibid. p. 99; Ibid., p. 210; EFI1646050, pp. 281, 
30; EFl 1646-50, p. 257, EFI, 1689-69, pp. 24, 184. 
6 . S. Arasaratnam, Martime India in the 17th Century, Delhi, 1994, p. 104. 
7 . Ibid. 
8 . Ibid 
9 . EFI, 1646-50, p. 206. 
iO. EFl 166I-64,p.n3. 
11. EFl 1642-45,p. \0&. 
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also underhand dealings with the English factors by which prices were 
1 0 
raised. At one place his mercantile dominance is described as follows: 
"Here in Surratt all merchants, as well town dwellers as those that come 
from abroad, are so overawed by the overgrown greatnesse of verge Vora that, 
if it be a commodities which he is a ccustomed or doth intend to buy, no man 
dares look upon it nor the broker (even our owne, which have sole dependence 
upon your business) dare not accompanie such a merchant into our house". 
We often find cases of disputes over the quality of coral and quick silver 
between Virjee Vora and the English factors.''* Virji Vora promised to provide 
Deccan pepper at Calicut in 1641 but when the English factors approached his 
agent he again promised to deliver the said, quantity of pepper at Ponnani. 
Upon the promised supply being at last received, the quantity was found to be 
less than promised and the quality as bad.'^ Virji Vora quite often obstructed 
the sale of English goods or anything brought for sale by the English factors. 
The English factors wrote : 
"The Potency of Virji Vora (who hath been the usual merchant, and is 
now become the sole monopolist of all European commodities) is observed to 
bear such a sway amongst the inferior merchants of this town that when they 
would often tymes buy [and give greater prices] they are still restrayned not 
daring to betray their intents to his knowledge and their own sufferance, in so 
much that the tyme and price is still in his will and at his own disposure".'^ 
12 . EFl, 1661-64, p. 207; EFI. 1630-33, pp. 137-151, 249. 
13. EF/J634-36,p.2\S. 
14 . EFI, 1642-45, p. 145; EFI 1655-1660, pp. 16-17. 
15 . EFI, 1642-45, pp. 7-8; Ponnani, a port town, 35 miles south of Calicut. 
16. EFI, 1634-1636,p.24. 
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Virji Vora exerted such influence over the merchants of Surat that the 
English came to regard him as "the most injurious man to your trde in all the 
Mogulls dominions; for what ordinary banian merchant dare come to the 
English howse to look upon corral or any other commodity, hee by his potency 
and intimacy with the Governor forgeth somewhat or against the poor man 
utterly to mine him; so that no merchant in the towne are displease him by 
coming to our howse to look upon our commodity, except some or other some 
tyme whome hee sends purposely to bid for a commodity (that he is about) 
little or nothing openly to make weary of our commodities".'^ 
The European East India Companies were chronically short of funds. 
Virji Vora extended credit to both the English and the Dutch. The rate of 
interest was usually 7% per annum but sometimes it rose to 12% per annum or 
perhaps even more. The Dutch East India Company (VOC) had also 
extensive dealings with Virji Vora. The company mostly sold to a syndicate of 
which the most important buyer was Virji Vora. In 1646 Virji Vora was asked 
to purchase the goods not only for Indian markets but also for ladings which 
the company intended for Persia.'^ Virji Vora and his partners had purchased 
during some ten years the whole lading of the VOC ships and took by this, in 
fact, a number of products as spices and copper, establishing a monopoly in a 
great part of north India in these commodities, for he was in a position to lay 
stocks to minimize his risk. Virji Vora was the richest and most credit worthy 
17. EFI. 1642-1636, p.m. 
18. EFI, 1634-1636,p. l\4. 
19 . Van Santen, De VOC in Gujarat, pp. 45-47. However, this effort was failed through the efforts 
of Governor General, Ibid. 
20 . Van Santen, DE VOC, pp. 73-74. 
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merchant of Surat. Virji Vora had been the most important creditor of the 
company (VOC) in Mughal India.^ ^ Van den Broecke at Surat wrote in 1623, 
"as soon as funds had been obtained" the loans taken from Virji Vora were to 
be retumed.^^ The Dutch company always remitted money through Virji Vora 
from Surat to Agra.^ "* The letters of exchange between Surat and Ahmadabad 
were dominated by a limited number of shroffs. They included Kasi Das, the 
gumashta (agent) of Virji Vora, who handled 36% of the total amount of such 
exchange, Nathu Kishandas with 22% and Rupji Raghu, gumashta of Venmali 
das with 19% had the next shares in this important banking business. About 
three-quarters of the amounts remitted through hundis went through these three 
firms.^^ The leading creditors of the VOC during three years (1637-40) were 
"Mathura das, Bengalidas (or Rangiladas), an unknown shroff who lent to the 
VOC Rs. 63,000 in total 16.1% followed by "Rengyladas chian chiouderij", the 
principal money changer in Agra lending Rs. 45,000 (11.5%), Kasidas Mega, 
gumashta (agent) of Virji Vora of Surat lending Rs 43,000 (11%), Mokonji 
Beni Das, the least known Shroff with Rs 34,000 (8.8%).^^ Out of Rs 44,000, 
the VOC borrowed in 1634 in Agra, Rs 16,000 was procured from Kasidas the 
gumashta (agent) of Virji Vora, over 3000 from Rupji Raghu, gumashta 
97 
(agent) of Venmalidas and the rest from others. 
21 . Muhammad Waris, Badshahnama, Vol. II< Transcript copy no. 87, Department of History, 
A.M.U. Aligarh, p. 300. 
22. VanSanten.DEVOQp. 124. 
23 . Om Prakash (ed.) the Dutch Factories in India, 1617-1623, Delhi, 1984, p. 286. 
24. VanSanten, DeVOC, p. 119. 
25. Ibid., p. 126. 
26 . Ibid., p. 124. 
27. Ibid., p. 155. 
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The English when also short of money borrowed locally to buy for 
England. A Dutch letter says that the English at Surat were in debt to the 
amount of seven tons of gold (70,0001) and that their credit was suffering. 
Such circumstances placed Virji Vora in a commanding position as merchant. 
An English factor confessed: 
I confess him to be a man that hath often supply our wants in Suratt with 
moneys, for his own ends. Not with standing, I hould him to have bynn the 
most injurious man. And I concluded that, so long as Virji Vora is so much our 
credittor, little or no profit [is] to be made upon any goods we can bring to 
Surratt".^^ In 1630 the English borrowed Rs.50,000 from Virji Vora to finance 
their purchase in Agra.^ Besides the usual interest rate Virji Vora exacted 3% 
of discount or difference in exchange. From Surat a bill of exchange of Rs 
15,000 was drawn upon Virji Vora's agent at Agra. On payment, however, it 
cost practically 7% more on account of deduction from the chalani (current) 
rupee.^ In 1633 the company purchased gold from Virji Vora. He gave the 
company an option to pay either in mahmiidis or rupees, but made it clear that 
if the payments were made in rupees, he would discount 13 mahmudis per 100 
rupees, "according to difference at present between the rupees and mahmudi. 
In 1632 the English company owed 12,000 rupees to Virji Vora and they were 
forced to land 26 chests of money to repay his debts. In 1642 Virji Vora 
unexpectedly lent Rs. 100,000 to the English factors at Ahmadabad when they 
28 , EFl 1655-60, p. 215, fii. 1, See also EFl, 1642-45, p. 247; EFI1661-64, p. 26. 
29. EFl. 1642-45,p.m. 
30. EFll630-33,p.]54. 
3 1 . EFl, 1630-33, pp. 262-63. 
32. Ibid., pp. 193-94. 
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were in dire need of money. Again in 1650 the English factors report that 
"The company's credit has not suffered in the least, and Virji Vora their chief 
creditor, has offered in lend Rs. 100,000 whenever required"."^ "* In 1650 the 
company again borrowed 10,000 old pagodas at Golconda from Virji Vora, 
who demanded the rate of exchange would not be less than Rs. 470 per 100 old 
pagodas. The English factors wanted to transfer the credit to Surat at the rate of 
Rs. 455 per old pagodas; but Virji Vora did not agree to the English proposal.^^ 
In 1669 the English company borrowed from Virji Vora and his family 
aiongwith other sarrafs in Surat to the amount of Rs. 400,000. The English 
factors seem to have been quite keen to return the money of Virji Vora, the 
monment money was available. The English factors insisted that Virji Vora 
was the first to be considered and the repayment of Rs 60,000 made to him 
"when he was in great want there of, hath add much to your reputation".^^ 
Owing to his vast financial resources and mercantile operations Virji 
Vora exerted influence on European companies. Some unpleasant experiences 
with him led the English factors to describe him as a "costly creditor".^^ But 
they could not do anything about it for they realized that "none but Virji Vora 
hath money to lend or will lend".^ ^ In 1665 the English factors reported that 
"\'0ur old customer, Virjee Vora that left your or rather we him, having found 
another way to supply your occasions more reasonable".'^ But all these 
33. EFl. 1642-45,^.5. 
34. EFI, 1646-50,^.215. 
35. EFI, 1646-50,p.30S. 
36. EFl 1668-69, p.m. 
37. Ibid., p.m. 
38 . EFI, 1634-1636, pp. 97-98. 
39 . EFI, 1655-60, p. 369. 
40 . EFI, 1665-1667, p. 3. 
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aspiration seem to be diluted as again, tiie English had to borrow 4 lakhs of 
rupees from him."" 
Thevenot wrote of Virji Vora as a friend supposed to be worth at least 
eight millions. The unit in terms of which is not specified, but the English 
factors give the amount clearly as 80 lakhs of rupees/^ 
Virji Vora suffered a great setback when Shivaji sacked Surat in 1664. 
A contemporary says that Virji Vora lost "six barrels of gold, money, pearls 
gems and other precious wares".'*'' William Foster estimated his loss to 
£ 50,000.^* But he soon came back to the business with full financial might. 
The above data collected about Virji Vora bring out some crucial features of 
the business activities of Virji Vora. First of all, it emerges that he was both a 
banker {shroff) and a merchant. He invested ftinds in credit or purchase or 
merchandise solely guided by profit. He drew an advantage by exerting 
pressure on his debtors to sell to him at discount, and used extension of credit 
to invest funds obtained by sale of commodities at particular places. Being a 
banker he had the further advantage of transferring funds by bills (hundis) 
more easily than ordinary merchants. For purposes of both trade and finance, 
he had factors (gumashtas) at various places, among which Ahmadabad, Agra, 
Golconda, Malabar ports and overseas in the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf He 
does not seem to have owned ships, so far as our present evidence goes. In this 
the sphere of his activity seems to have been very different from that of Mulla 
4 1 . EFl 1668-1669, p. \93. 
42 . EFI. 1661-64, p. 308; S.N. Sen (ed.), The Indian Travels of Thevenot and Careri, New Delhi, 
1949, p. 22. 
43. EFl, 1661-1664,^.310. 
44. Ibid 
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Ghafur, the famous ship-owner of Surat of the late 17th century, who 
combined trade with ship-owning (whereas with Virji Vora, banking 
supplemented commerce). Virji Vora's vast sphere of commercial activity and 
his nearly 50-year dominance over the trade of Surat, puts him in the same 
class as the great East India Companies so far as capital resources and turnover 
was concerned. He remains, as Braudel had held, a standing contradiction to 
the theory that Indian commerce only involved operations by myriads of 
pedlars. 
Ill.(lii) Mulla Abdul Ghafur 
MuUa Abdul Ghaflir was undoubtedly the richest and most influential 
merchant of Surat during the 17'*' and early 18'*' century. He was a product of 
his age and the region which provided him the opportunities to develop as an 
entrepreneur. The family of Mulla Abdul Ghafur, a Bohra muslim merchant 
became well known to posterity owing to the writings of Ashin Das Gupta. 
Abdul Ghafur was a migrant from Patau in Saurashtra and was a man of 
modest means. After settling in Surat, he ventured into the world of maritime 
trade and amassed huge fortune within no time, he emerged as the richest and 
most powerful merchant of the city. Basically he was a maritime merchant and 
his chief concern was the shipping in the Indian Ocean and overseas trade was 
the main source of his commercial enterprise 
Mulla Abdul Ghafur was such a substantial and influential merchant that 
he was exempted from the custom duties worth rupees one lakh at Surat port. 
Following suit, the great merchant of Surat Muhammad Fazil son of Haji 
Hamid petitioned the court for remission in custom on goods worth 1 lakh of 
rupees as per practice the remission granted to Mulla Abdul Ghaflir. Remission 
was granted to Muhammad Fazil but only for goods worth Rs.50,000. It is 
hoped that, as in 'the case of Abdul Ghafiir merchant, they will take the custom 
on the money in each variety of coins and they will not value the goods above 
the prices current. The record reveals that previously in 44^ *^  regnal year, in 
accordance with the request of Abdul Ghafur merchant, it was ordered that the 
custom on goods to and silver and gold should be taken in each specie, and if 
the facts are otherwise let this be intimated'.' 
The Centre of Advanced Study, Department of History, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh had 
purchased eight documents, relating to the port of Surat from a Bombay dealer. The documents 
are known as Surat Documents bearing library numbers, DN Nos. 1 to 8. This documents is a 
dastak of Dayanat Khan Alamgiri bearing no. M6/DN.2. 
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Mulla Abdul Ghafur had shown his wealth publicly. He maintained 
dancing girls, sidi body guards and a palatial residence. A contemporary Dutch 
account narrates, "This Abdul Gafour is very wealthy and disposes of all the 
funds of the king's Gasie [qazi]. Which is why this Gafour is more feared than 
anybody else is, even by the governor and grandees [regenten], and surely he 
could get such writs from the ecclesiastical judge of his majesty he might 
require".^ 
The contemporary European travellers are of the opinion that Abdul 
Ghafur was one of the most powerful merchants at Surat and owned over 
twenty ships of his own.^  Ashin Das Gupta on the basis of massive Dutch 
documentation has established the number of his ships as seventeen and the 
carriage capacity of these ships were approximately five thousand tons.'* This 
scale of trade could be compared to any of the European company's trade. 
These ships were plying between the Western Indian Ocean and the Eastern 
Indian Ocean from Mocha to Manila. The nakhudas (ship stewards) of these 
ships were close relatives of Abdul Ghafur and people associated with him in 
trade and commerce in the city. So the entire mechanism of maritime trade was 
systematically centralized which could stand comparison with any of the 
European company at Surat. But the fact remains that Abdul Ghaflir was the 
lone player in the vast Indian Oceanic arena. Das Gutpa considered him "a 
2 . VOC/OB 1360, 23 Februar}' 1680, f. 1820 VO. 
3 . Niccolao Manucci (1699-1709), Storia do Mogor, trans. W. Irvine, 4 vols., London, 190708, III, 
p.308; Alexander Hamilton, A New Account of the East Indies, being the Observations and 
Remarks of Captain A. Hamilton (1688-1723). (1) Printed in John Pinkertion, General 
Collection of the best and most interesting Voyages and Travels in all parts of the world, VIII, 
London, 1811, 258-522(2) ed. W. Foster, 2 vols. 
4 . Indian Merchants and Decline of Surat, p. 13. 
5 . Hamilton, Pinkerton, p. 316. 
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pedlar he was in his isolation, his uncertainties and his basic dependence upon 
forces he could do nothing to control".^ He was not a peddler in the 
conventional sense like a small merchant travelling all alone in the Indian 
Ocean but a merchant prince. This type of merchant prince enjoyed the 
aristocratic life style. Mulla Abdul Ghaflir had his wharf at Athwa village. And 
there were the garden and wharf of the French East India company, and then 
those of Sidis, of Chellabys and of the Dutch between Athwa and the city. 
After that, there was the outer wall of the city.^ 
Mulla Abdul Ghafur lived in a very posh locality Saudagarpura where 
the rich ship owners and aristocrats had got their houses built in a row along 
the river Tapti which came to known as Mulla Chakla.* This was named after 
Mulla Abdul Ghafur who lived here.^ The rich merchants used to maintain 
gardens on the out-skirts of the city. Mulla Abdul Ghafiir also maintained 
garden inside the Vario gate and on its outer wall was his family cemetery.'° 
Mulla Ghaftir had a \'ery long conflict with the Dutch company at Surat 
over an act of piracy. It was the VOC's responsibility for protecting Indian 
ships trading between Surat and Red Sea from piracy and in case of their 
failure then must pay the compensation to the Indian merchants. Mulla Ghaftir 
and the Dutch tried to influence the local Mughal officials in this prolonged 
tussle. The Dutch also did their best to isolate the Bohras from other merchant 
communities and Abdul Ghaftir from the rest of the Bohra community. 
6 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat, p. 12. 
7 . Ibid., p. 12. 
8 . Ibid., p. 30. 
9 . Souvenir of the Patni Cooperative Society, Surat, pp. 209-210 Cf. Indian Merchants and the 
Decline of Surat, p. 30. 
10 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat, p. 32. 
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Ghafur's insistence on an undertaking as well as compensation from the Dutch 
which led to the virtual stoppage of trade at the port. This development is 
during the closing years of the 17^ '' and beginning of 18* centuries.'' 
He played a key role in the affairs of city of Surat and dominated its 
maritime trade for over three decades since the mid-1680s.'^ Abdul Ghafiir 
commanded respect of the Bohra Jamaat and was popular among various 
merchant communities of Surat and got them mobilized whenever situation so 
demanded.'^ Abdul Ghaflir died without a son in 1718 which sparked off a 
dispute for the inheritance of his estate. The local administration on behalf of 
the imperial order seized all wealth of the deceased which was estimated to be 
worth eight and a half million rupees.''' After the death of Abdul Ghafiir the 
mutasaddi of Surat seized his property because it was thought that he had died 
issueless and reported it to his Majesty. After putting much efforts Abdul Hai 
could establish himself that he is the adopted son of Mulla Abdul Ghafiir and 
then the confiscated property was returned to him and then the emperor 
favoured him and conferred him a robe of honour, an elephant and the title of 
chief of merchants. He also obtained the order of non interference in his father's 
property.'^ 
The house Ghafiir built had sound commercial foundations and he was 
not the creation of any political leadership at Surat. After the death of Mulla 
11 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat, pp. 103-04, 112,120. 
12. The World of the Indian Ocean, p. 98. 
13 . Ibid., pp. 320-1. Manucci recorded that Ghafur is said to have left a fortune of six krors of 
rupees (over six million sterlings), Mannucci, IV, p. 453; Mulla Abdul Ghafiir had left behind 
one crore and a few lakli of rupees in cash and kind. Khafi Khan, Tarikh -i Muhammadi, II, p. 
942. 
14 . Mirat-i Ahmadi, 11, pp. 4-5, Khafi Khan, pp. 942-943. 
15 . Hamilton: Pinkerton, p. 316; Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 4-5;p Khafi KJian, p. 942-943. Muhammad 
Hadi Kamwar Khan, Tazkirat-us Salatin-i Chaghata, ed. Muzaffar Alam, Bombay, 1980, p. 268. 
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Abdul Hai, his son Mulla Muhammad AH expanded the legacy to a new scale. 
He added new ships to the existing large fleet which plied to major sea ports in 
the Indian Ocean. Muhammad Ali lived like a prince and he emulated the life 
style of a Mughal aristocrat. Unlike his grandfather who was a merchant in the 
true sense of the term and his primary concern was to acquire wealth which he 
did so successfully. But Muhammad Ali's life style was aristocratic and he 
built a fortress on an island known as Premgarh, near Gogha. The project 
incurred huge expenditure on building a fort, turret and citadel. The structure 
had to be abandoned because the island was infested with snakes. So the 
habitation was not possible. Then he turned to an old village called Athwa 
where Mulla Abdul Ghafur had owned a wharf There he built a fort with 
turrets and citadels and consequently it was developed into an urban centre. ^ ^ 
Muhammad Ali owing to his immense wealth and influence came quite 
close to the local bureaucracy at Surat. His influence was so great over the 
local administration that it became a matter of common knowledge that 
mutasaddis of Surat are appointed on the recommendation of Mulla 
Muhammad Ali.'^ The public show of material affluence and the expression of 
his political ambitions earned him a lot of enmity within the city. The cause of 
his ultimate ruination was that he wanted to secure the highest administrative 
position, that of the mutasaddi of Surat, in his family. With this move he 
earned the enmity of Tegh Beg Khan who was an aspirant of the same post. So 
the nobles became hostile and the enmity and intrigues of Ahmad Challeby, his 
16 . Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 403, Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 109-10; Indian Merchants and the Decline of 
5wra/, pp. 200-1. 
17. Mirat-i Ahmadi,\\,]?.\5'i. 
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rival in business, brought his career to an abrupt end in 1732-33.'^ His sons 
Muila Fakhruddin and Aminuddin, had to struggle to safeguard their property 
which was exposed to official whims and fancies. They managed to bring the 
family out of trouble and pursued their commerce amicably. In the book of 
passes issued to Surat ships in the early eighteenth century, a few ships of 
family of Abdul Ghafur were recorded as being under the joint ownership of 
Mulla Fakhruddin and Mulla Aminuddin.'^ In 1738, Fakhruddin had managed 
to obtain the privileges of custom exemption upto Rs. 200,000 at the custom 
house (furza) at Surat from the emperor Muhammad Shah."^ *^  
There were complete chaos in Surat owing to the disintegration of 
central authority in the mid-eighteenth century. It was further intensified after 
the death of Tegh Beg Khan in 1748. This kind of political climate affected the 
fortune of mercantile wealth which became quite insecure. So the bureaucratic 
extortions was rampant during the period. The Mulla family lost quite a large 
sum of money to this kind of extortions. Mulla Fakhruddin shifted to Bombay 
for the time being and maintained a low profile. He managed his come back to 
Surat in the early 1750s. By this time the size and volume of maritime trade of 
the Mulla family had reduced considerably. The number of fleet had also 
decreased. Only a few ships belonging to this family plied in the Indian Ocean 
in the second half of the 18"' century. But yet Mulla Fakhruddin enjoyed a 
great reputation as a wealthy and trustworthy merchant of Surat. He also 
enjoyed great respect among the mercantile communities of Surat which is 
18 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat, pp. 201-37; G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants in the late 
Mughal Gujrat' in the PIHC, 1997, pp. 382-383; M.P. Singh, 'Mulla Muhammad', 'Ali - The 
Merchants Prince of Surat', in the PIHC, 1977, pp. 291-96. 
19 . Extract Passeboek, 20 April 1736, VOC 2390:1209. 
20 . Proceeding of the English Council as Surat, 10 Aug 1762, SFD, 1761-63, No, 16/1:213-5. 
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evident from the fact that in cases of dispute he was chosen as one of the 
arbiters by one of the warring parties.^ ^ 
His ships pHed both in the Western Indian Ocean and the Eastern Indian 
Ocean with his own goods and freight goods as well. The most visited ports in 
the Western Indian Ocean were Moidia and Jeddah and in the Eastern Indian 
Ocean were Bengal and the Malay Coast.^ ^ Fakhruddin's sons Abdul Path and 
Mulla Waliuddin carried family business together for sometime. But the joint 
venture could not last long and the property was divided between these two 
brothers who looked after their business individually. A dispute between the 
two is reported when Mulla Waliuddin demanded his share in the amount 
which was exempted from custom duties.^ ^ The dynamics of the tradition 
established by the Mullas continued with ups and downs uptil the nineteenth 
century. 
2 1 . It can be seen in the dispute between Mancherji and his mkhuda Mokarram Abdur Rasul, the 
group for arbitration consisted of Mulla Fakhruddin, Saleh Challeby and Karim Goghari (Dutch 
Records from Surat, No. 1644, Surat, 29 December 1764, Tamil Nadu State Archives, Chennai, 
India), Doc. No. 22/pp. 89-91. 
22 . Proceedings of the English council at Surat, 13 October 1787, FRS, No. 65:335; Proceedings of 
the English Council at Surat, 18 October 1789, FRS No. 67: 342; Proceedings of the English 
Council at Surat, 12 May 1791, FRS, No. 68; 123. 
23 . Proceedings of the English Council at Surat, 24 September and 12 October, 1796, FRS. No, 
75:857-8,904-6,908-13. 
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IV.(i) Merchants and Urban Property : A Study of Cambay 
Documents of the 17^ -^18^ ^ Centuries 
The historians working on the history of trade and merchants in Mughal 
India invariably confronted with the problems of the paucity of information. 
The Mughal sources are not of much help as in them it is largely narrative 
political history that holds the stage. The Mughal chronicles paid little 
attention to the other mundane aspects such as the activities of merchants and 
state of trade. Only some stray references are available about the economic 
activities of the merchants and their relations with the administration. It is 
therefore hardly surprising that our sources have little data to offer on the life 
style and social values of merchants particularly those of the lower strata. The 
only exceptions, to this perhaps, are Ali Muhammad Khan's Mirat-i Ahmadi' 
and Itimad Ali Khan's Mirat-ul Haqaiq^; both 18^ century accounts dealing 
with Gujarat. The European commercial literature and the travelogues do refer 
to the commercial activities of the merchants of Gujarat but make incidental 
references or chance notices regarding other aspects of their lives. 
There, however sur\'ive some stray documents which provide us a 
means of gauging some idea of the immovable property owned by the 
merchants of Gujarat and incidentally also shed light on their social conditions. 
Perhaps, the most well-known document of this kind is the gift-deed of 
Shantidas, the celebrated merchants-jeweller of Ahmadabad. 
1 . Ali Muhammad Khan, Mirat-i-Ahmadi (1761), ed. Nawab Ali, 2 Vols. And Supplement, 
Baroda, 1927-8 and 1930. 
2 . Itimad Ali Khan, Murat-ul Haqaiq, Ms Fraser 124 (micro-film in the Department of History, 
A.M.U.). 
3 . See section on Santidas's Property in Ahraadabd - An analysis of his gift deed, 1657 in this 
dissertation. 
^k. . ••.;• 
The National Archives of India, New Delhi' lias recently acquired a 
series of fifty eight documents.'* All these are of Cambay and relate to the mid-
17'^ is"* and 19"^  centuries, though the documents of the 18* century 
predominate. Similar documents relating to Baroda and Batala have been 
brought to light by S.C. Misra and J.S. Grewal respectively.^ 
There is hardly any need to emphasize the pre-eminence of Cambay 
both as a port and commercial mart of Gujarat. Cambay seems to have a 
sizable number of baniya merchants alongwith other merchant communities 
who possessed residential property. The above referred documents, that are in 
all fift}'-eight, contain atleast eight documents which relate to the residential 
property of merchants of Cambay during the 17^ ^ and 18'^  centuries. These 
documents seem to offer some interesting information on the type of houses 
the average merchants of Cambay lived in, the names of localities where their 
houses were located as well as their prevalent social customs. Out of these 
eight documents four are bainamas (sale-deeds)^ two are hiba-namas (gift-
deeds) one qubz-ul wusul (receipt) and the other is a tamlik nama (transfer-
deed)^. 
I have prepared a calender of these eight documents which is given in 
the Appendix. 
4 . I am thankful to Mr. Zakir Husain, archivist, National Archives of India, New Delhi for drawing 
my attention to this series of the documents accessioned in the register of Acquired Documents 
(Oriental Records Divisions) as Serial No. 2695. 
5 . S.C. Misra, 'Some Seventeenth-eighteenth Century Urban Documents from Baroda'; J.S. 
Grewal, In the By-Lanes of History Some Persian Documents from a Punjab Town. 
6 . N.A.I., 2695/6; 2695/15; 2695/16,2695/17. 
7 . N.A.I., 2695/8; 2695/22, 
8, N.A.I., 2695/18. 
9 , N.A.I., 2695/33. See Appendix. 
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Bainama is a civil contract in which a transfer of ownership of property 
is made. It is an elaborate and legally drafted document using specific Arabic 
and Persian phraseology to avoid such loop-holes that might make it legally 
redundant. Hiba-nama on the other hand is a deed of gift regulated by the 
Muslim law of alienation of property in which a property held in proprietary 
right is conferred on a beneficiary in order that he or she may derive benefits 
therefrom. Tamlik-nama is slightly more specific in nature than hiba-nama. It 
is a deed of transfer of legal title by the owner who himself has inherited it as a 
gift or conveyed voluntarily, and without any compulsion.*^ When the price of 
the property was to be paid in cash, the vendor was expected to receive the 
amount in the qazi 's court itself and, simultaneously, a written release was 
prepared by the vendor as a receipt that was called qabz-ul wusul'\ to be 
handed over to the purchaser after he had paid the price. The four bainamas 
selected here are related to the sale of immovable urban property like houses 
and vacant plots of land in Cambay. They include the sale of two houses in 
Mohalla Jamnarath, one each in Mohalla Dhalagoi and Mohalla Ghasiawara. 
One hiba-nama is of the gift of a residential complex having two vacant plots 
in Mohalla Ali Somnath and the other of a house of Mohalla Minanvara. In 
this way all these eight documents are about the alienation or transfer of 
property through sale, mortgage or gift. 
Inspite of a set format being followed in these documents there is some 
individual variations as well, depending upon the nature of the transacfions. 
The usual characteristics emerging out of these documents are as follows; 
10 . Momin Mohiuddin, The Chancellery and Persian Epistolography under the Mughals, Calcutta, 
1971, pp. 114-15. For these see also H.H. Wilson, A Glossary of Judicial and Revenue Terms of 
British India, London, 1875. 
11. Ibid., p. in. 
12. 76/^., p. 118. 
13. Ibid., p. \25. 
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On top, the document carries the seal of the qazi, mentioning his name 
in full and bearing the year of transaction. The documents begin by giving the 
name of the seller and also certifies to his or her mental soundness (sibat-i iql) 
and fitness (sihat-i nafs). It then goes on to describe in detail the property 
giving number and size of the rooms and kitchen, courtyard etc. even 
specifying the building materials. The location of the property has been 
specified not simply by giving the name of the locality but by identifying the 
surrounding buildings on all the four sides alongwith the name and profession 
of their owners and the specification of their title to the property. This 
identification of the property is followed by the specification of the nature of 
the title of the owner, on the property offered for sale, viz, whether it is an 
inheritance or came through mortgage or by purchase. Every care was taken to 
establish that the seller rightfully owned the property and that his title is 
beyond any dispute over the sold property. It also states the nature of the 
document by which the seller/sellers proved his ownership. In short the 
purchaser was well protected by the deed and every possible care against any 
subsequent dispute over the property was taken. It records the names of the 
vendor and vendee with details of their lineages going at times to the grand 
father's stage. At the bottom appears the signature of the seller; at times even 
his physical description height, complexion facial features and any special 
mark or marks of identification is also given. The signature of the seller is 
accompanied by the signatures of witnesses. Their number varies but is usually 
large reaching in one case to more than ten. Usually the physical description of 
few of them is also given. 
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These documents usually use the prevalent Gujarati terms for various 
structures such as parsal, chowk, etc. Their identification, despite all 
difficulties that accompanies such an effort, has nevertheless been attempted. 
The selling price is clearly written. To ensure against any ambiguity, 
first the full price is recorded and then its half is also noted. Generally the price 
of the property in question is stated in current money (sikka-i raijal waqt). 
However, in one of the documents the price is mentioned in Alamgiri coins 
(see Appendix, NAI, 2695/8). 
Certain interesting features emerge from a closer study of the 
documents. Generally these houses are single storeyed and consists of two 
rooms. Almost all the houses have 3. parsal (ante-room). In some of the houses 
dihliz (vestibule) and chowk (courtyard) are also mentioned. 
Interesting enough only in one house we find a reference to a kitchen. 
This house also has a birka (water-reservoir). Almost all houses are invariably 
built of burnt bricks. The ceiling in all but one case were made of jq/ wood 
plastered with mortar and covered with mud layer. The use of burnt bricks 
even in the modest houses of the merchants does not seem exceptional in the 
17"' and 18"' century Gujarat towns. At Ahmadabad, houses belonging to 
Shantidas described in the hiba-nama too are stated to be buih of burnt 
bricks.''' In the face of this evidence, S.C. Misra's observation'^ that the 
common houses of Baroda were generally built of unbaked bricks seems 
surprising. At least, this does not seem to be the case with merchants' houses in 
Cambay. 
14 . The description of these houses makes it clear that some of them were quite modest and were 
perhaps of being rented out. 
15. S.C. Mira, p. 90. 
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Another striking feature is that in none of these houses there is any 
indication of a separate apartment for women, perhaps this points towards the 
relatively less cumbersome position of women in the merchant families of 
Gujarat, especially among the baniyas. 
On the basis of the details given in our documents about the houses 
under transaction we may infer that the pols (localities) of Cambay had mixed 
population of various castes, professions and communities. And the ordinary 
merchants of Cambay showed no tendency to have an exclusive locality to 
themselves).'^ Rather the houses were scattered in different parts of the town 
adjoining, at times, with the houses of brahmans, artisans and wine sellers 
(NAI, 2695/33). There also does not appear any kind of religious segregation 
in the residential pattern. We find a house of a muslim in the vicinity of the 
houses belonging to baniyas, brahmans and others (NAI, 2695/8, 2695/6). 
It is also noticeable that the houses of the ordinary merchants of 
Cambay during the 17 and 18 century were exclusively residential and 
separated from their shops or warehouses. It is in sharp contrast to the pattern 
of accommodation of ordinary merchants in Shajahanaband. Bemier informs 
us that in the 1?"' century while the big merchants had palatial houses like 
those of the Mughal nobles, the ordinary merchants lived in the market place 
• 17 
with shops on the ground floor and livmg quarters on top. 
Strikingly enough in all the eight documents there appear two names for 
each locality, such as Mohalla Nagarwara known as Tholipol (NAI, 2695/16). 
Mohalla Dhalagoi known as Sothawara (NAI, 2695,15). Could one conjecture 
16. For residential pattern in Ahmadabad see Shirin Mehta, "the Mahajans and the Business 
Communities of Ahmadabad" in Business Communities of India, pp. 174-75. 
17 Francois Bemier Travels in the Mughal Empire 1656-68, p. 245. 
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then that probably at some point of time the administration renamed all 
localities, but the original name persisted in popular usage. 
One may also be able to discern some interesting features of residential 
patterns in the mohallas of Khambhat. The description of the blind alleys 
(kucha-i sarbasta) frequently occurring in the documents as well as the 
reference to different kinds of sewages and drains such as navdan and ab chak 
reflects, perhaps, a conscious effort on safety and proper drainage. 
One of the interesting information gleaned from these documents is 
about the rules and practice on inheritance and right to property. Here the right 
of women to inherit the property and to own or dispose it of her own free will 
I Q 
is well established. Though the proportion of the share acquired by women is 
not explicit in the documents, nevertheless, it is clear that alongwith the son, 
the daughter also received a share in the property of her father (NAI, 2695/16). 
In one instance the daughters alone appear to have inherited the property from 
their deceased father (NAI, 2695/33). Another peculiar document refers to the 
wife to a baniya inheriting property from her husband alongwith sons and 
daughter (NAI, 2695/16). One document, quite surprisingly, also refers to a 
wife being gifted a house in lieu of her mahr by her husband who was a baniya 
(NAI, 2695/8). 
To conclude, perhaps, it needs to be emphasized that these documents 
of a local nature provided new insights into the complex process of 
urbanization in pre- modem India and the social life of communities and 
groups neglected in the other historical sources. The need for exploring these 
documents is, therefore, pressing and should be urgently taken. 
18 . These practices did not exist in Baroda for details see S.C. Misra, p. 90. 
Appendix - A 
Calender of documents 
Original documents in Persian, previously in possession of Mr. D.N. 
Bhatt of Khambhat, now in the National Archives of India, New Delhi. 
I. NAI,2695/6 Sale-deed: Shaban 1086 AH/4 November 1675 A.D. 
The property sold is a residential complex consisting of two houses, 
one having two rooms, and the other one. The walls of these houses are made 
of burnt bricks and the roofs are supported by mango (?)wood beams. The area 
of entire complex has also been recorded. 
Adjoining this complex are the houses of Kishan Das, son of Nawan; 
Sayyid Muhammad, son of Sayyid Abdullah and Ranji son of Lalji 
Sale Price: Rs. 485/-
Seller: Keshu, son of Shivma, son of Jiwant Dard and Prembai, daughter of 
Shivma. 
Buyers: Tulsi Das and Kashi Das, sons of Goma baqqal (merchant). 
Location: Mohalla Jamnarath, Ferozpore (Khambayat) 
Seal and Signatures: The document bears the seal of the Qazi (Khadim Shara) 
Sayyid Sharif and the signatures of several witnesses and the symbols of 
signatures of the executants. 
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II. NAI, 2695/8 Gift-deed: 17 Rabi I 1097 A.H. /II February 1686 A.D. 
The gifted property consists of a house and two vacant plots. The house 
has two rooms made of burnt bricks; the roof is two layered with use of timber 
and lime and is plastered with mud. The measurements of the house and the 
vacant plots are also provided. 
Adjacent to the house are the houses of Bal Kishan, son Jai Kishan 
Zunnardar (Brahman); Nana, son of Madhu Zunnardar and Jianand and 
Aishwar Zunnardaran. 
The gift was executed by Sundar das, son of Mathura Das, son of Shivji 
baqqal in claim of mahr of his wife Sunder Bai, daughter of Gokul jbaqqal. 
Sale Price: Rs. 7011- (Alamgiri coins). 
Location: Mahalia Ali Somnath also known as Mahadeoki (Khambayat). 
Seal and Signatures: The document bears the seal of Muhammad Majid and 
Shaikh Hussain and the symbols/ signatures of the executant and witnesses. 
III. NAI, 2695/15 Sale-deed: l^RabiW, 1121 A.H.I3 May 1715 A.D. 
Sale of a one-storyed house covering an area of 43 gaz and 18 tasu. 
Materials used are the same as described in earlier documents 
Sale Price: Rs. 103/-
Seller: Jaitha, Son of Lalji baqqal Buyer: 
Premji, son of Shivji. 
Location: Mahalia Dhalagoi also known as Sotharwara, in the interior of 
market Harsad (Khambayat). 
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Seal and Signatures: The document bears the seal of Qazi Abd-al 
Rahman and Symbols/ Signatures of the executant and the witnesses. 
IV. NAI, 2695/16 Sale-deed: I Rabi I, 1128 A.H/24 February 1716 A.D. 
Sale of a one-storyed house comprising of two rooms. The building 
materials used are the same as described in earlier documents. The building 
material used ate the same as described in earlier documents. 
Sale price: Rs. 225/-
Sellers: Shami Das, son of Lakshmi Das baqqal; Vachhri, wife of Lakshmi Das; 
Rohbai and Jakbai, daughters of Lakshmi Das baqqal, Manaksi, son of Rajpal; 
jiwi, daughter of Rajpal. 
Buyer: Ranchhor, son of (Indecipherable) 
Location: Mahalla Nagarwara also known as Tholipol (Khambayat) 
Seal and Signatures : the documents bears the seal of Qazi Mir Abd-al 
Rahman and the Symbols/Signatures of the executants and witnesses. 
V. NAI, 2695/17 Sale-deed : 3 Shawwal A.HJ20 September 1716 A.D. 
Sale of a one-storeyed hosue consisting of two rooms. The area of 
entire complex is 112 gaz and 81/4 tasu. 
Sale price: Rs. 275/-
Sellers: Ballab, son of Tarabkam baqqal and Parshotam, son of Nana, 
son of Tarabkam, wakil on behalf of his brother Metha, son of Nana son of 
Tarabkam baqqal. 
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Buyer: Biju, Son of Ram dutt, son ofVishram. 
Location: Ghasiawara in old Gowara (Khambayat). 
Seal and Signatures: The document bears the seal of Qazi Mir Abd-al Rahman. 
The symbols/signatures of the executants and witnesses are also given. 
VI. NAI, 2695/18 Qabz al-wusul: 3 Shawwal 1128 A.H./20 September 1716 
A.D. 
It is a receipt regarding the purchase of a one-storeyed house which has 
already been discussed; vide document NAI, 2695/17. It bears the seal of Qazi 
Abd Al-Rahman and symbols/signatures of sellers and witnesses. 
VII. NAI, 2695/22 Gift-deed : 2 Jumada, I, 1136 A.H./28 January 1724 A.D. 
Gift of a house made of burnt brick walls with roof constructed of timber 
beam plastered with mud. 
The gift was executed by Sridutt, son of Lakshmidutt, Son of Devdutt to 
his son Govidutt. 
Location: Mohalla Minarwara, Panhari Pol in bandar (port) Khambayat. 
Seal and signatures: The documents bears the seal of Qazi Mustafid Khan and 
the symbols/ signatures of the executant and witnesses. 
VIII NAI,2695/33 Tamlik-nama 4 Shaban 117A.H../13 April 1758 A.D. 
Gift of a house alongwith a vacant plot. The lamlik- nama is executed by 
Bholi, daughter of ballab, (son of Girdhar baqqal) who got possession of it 
through rahn (mortgage). 
Location: Mohalla Novi Pol, also known as Bhatwara in bandar khambayat. 
Seal and signatures: The document bears the seal of Qazi Abd Allah and 
symbols/ signatures of the executant and witnesses. 
IV.(ii) Shantidas's Property in Ahmadabad - An Analysis of 
His eift-Deed, 1657 
Shantidas Jauhari, the jeweller and merchant of 17* century Ahmadabad 
has attracted some attention of historians.' Bom sometime in the last decade of 
Akbar's reign, Shantidas was blessed with a professional background. His 
father Sahasrakiran was a scion of the royal Rajput house of the Sisodias of 
Udaipur.^  He migrated at an early age to Ahmadabad where he took 
employment as an assistant in a Marwari jeweller's shop. There are some 
references which indicate that Shantidas was a merchant of diverse interests ; 
he acted as a broker and banker as well.^  The European factors considered him 
as the most important ^arm/of Ahmadabad.^  Shantidas employed his agents at 
the royal courts to sell precious metals and gems to the royalty and nobility. 
] . Studies in History of Gujarat,; Mughal Farmans in Gujarat'; A History of Gujarat with a Survey 
of its Monuments and inscriptions, Vol. II, Bombay, 1957; M. AbduUa Chaghatai, 'A rare 
historical Scroll of Shah Jahan's reign'; S.A.I. Tirmizi, Two Business Houses, in Indian 
Historical Vistas, Delhi, 1980; S. Hasan Mahmud, 'The Mughals and a Merchant-jeweller of 
Ahmadabad' in the Proceedings of Indian History Congress, Amritsar Session, 1985; Osamu 
Kondo, 'Shantidas, a Wealthy Jain Merchant of Ahmadabad in Mughal India' in Bulletin of the 
Society for Western and Southern Asiatic Studies, Kyoto University, Japan, No. 26, 1987 (in 
Japanese); I am thankful to my friend Shuichi Nara, Centre for European Expansion, University 
of Leiden for translating this paper for me. 
2 . For the family of Shandias, see M.S. Commissariat, Studies in History, above cited, pp. 53-4, 
61-2. 
3 . Dynamics of a Tradition, p. 23, Shantidas's father was married to the daughter of his employer, 
and on the latter's death adopted his last name zaveri or Jauhari indicating his profession as 
asserted by Tripathi. But at least we are certain by going through the document under discussion 
that he inherited this appellation from his father Bachha Jauhari. 
4 . EFl 1634-36, pp. 196-197, 259, 314. Dagregister gehouden int casteel Batavia, etc. 31 delen, 
J.A. van der Chijs, J.E. heeres (eds), Batavia en 's-Gravenhage, 1887-1931; Dagregister 
Batavia-1636, p.266. 
5 . EFl 1634-36, EFI1637-41, p. 225. 
6. Ibid., J.S. Wurffbain, Reise nach den Molukken und Vorder-Indien 1638-1646, 2 Vols., R. 
Posthumus Meyjes, ed., 's-Gravenhage, 1931, vol. II, p. 31, I am gratefiil to Mr. B. 
Djajadiningrat, Grotius Instituut, Koninklijke Bibliotheek, 's-Gravenhage, for translating this 
German passage. See also W.H. van Santen, De Verenigde Oost-Indische Compagnie in Gujarat 
en Hindsutan, 1620-1660, PhD thesis, University of Leiden, 1982, p. 152. It is indicated by the 
fact that in 1636 he was issued a bill of exchange at Agra to be drawn on Ahmadabad of Rs. 
50,000 for distribution as taqavis or advances to the peasants, VOC, 119, f. 1901. 
7 . Aurangzeb, Adab-i 'Alamgiri, ed. Chaudhry Abdul Ghaflir, 2 vols, Lahore, 1978, vol. I, p. 489. 
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He also acted as a middleman for the foreign merchants as we have evidence 
that Shantidas entered into a contract with the Dutch East India Company 
g 
(YOC) to supply diamonds form the mines of Golconda in 1643. 
The importance of Shantidas and his relations with the Mughal court 
can be discerned from the fact that a number oifarmans were issued in his 
name by Jahangir, Shah Jahan and Aurangzeb.^ He attained favours from the 
Mughal court by often making valuable gifts. Though his activities as a 
merchant are not much brought out from them, these farmans provide 
interesting information about him otherwise.^° The career of Shantidas is also 
interesting for the fact that he was the first nagarseth of Ahmadabad, which is 
quite important for the reason that this urban institution was in an evolutionary 
stage at the time." The influence that Shantidas carried as the greatest business 
tycoon upon the Mughal administration is clearly indicated by the fact that in 
1636, he was appointed as a csLvetakQv subahdar of Gujarat by Shah Jahan after 
the recall of Saif Khan. It was most unusual for a merchant to be allowed to 
exercise such high political and administrative fiinctions. Aurangzeb after 
ascending the throne communicated a message of goodwill to the public of 
Ahmadabad in general and the merchant communities in particular through the 
person of Shantidas. ^ This ftirther suggests that he acted as a liaison between 
8 . Dagregister Batavia, 1643-1644, p. 162, see also Van Santen, p. 31. 
9 . M.S. commissariat, Mughal Farmans, Nishans and mamhurs were also issued to him. Ibid.; A 
manshur andfarman are ftirther reproduced in Mirat-i Ahmadi, vol. I, pp. 238-40. 
10 . M.S. Commissariat, Mughal Farmans. 
11 . Van Santen, p. 46; EFI1634-36, p. 196, when a conflict broke out between the VOC and the 
Bhatias at Sidhpur, it was proposed that Shantidas, the nagarseth of Ahmadabad should mediate 
between the two. The conflict was amicably resolved by him. Vannten, p. 173. 
12 . Ibid., p. 152; See also EFI 1634-36, p. 259. 
13. M/ra/, 1, pp. 238-40. 
89 
the Mughal state and the merchant communities of Ahmadabad. 
Very interesting evidence about his property in the city of Ahmadabad 
is forthcoming from a hiba-nama he made in favour of his son Lakshmichand. 
M. Abdulla Chaghatai has reproduced this document and has also offered a 
summary translation.''* However, the document deserves a more thorough 
treatment. Furthermore, Chaghatai's translation is not only incomplete but also 
suffers from a number of lacunae that have crept in owing to his inaccurate 
decipherment at places. Chaghatai's inept reading led him to believe that the 
document relates to a single house. This is wrong. The deed, in fact, relates to 
the gift of five houses, one half shop and one plot of land situated in more than 
one localities, li was executed in favour of Lakshmichand. Chaghatai also did 
not at all touch upon the lay-outs drawn in the document. I have attempted a 
fresh translation in full (see Appendix-A) including the details of lay-outs (see 
Appendix-B). 
The deed also contains an entry in Gujarat!. It is very blurred in the 
reproduction in JASP.'^ Nevertheless, whatever portion of it could be 
deciphered suggests its authenticity. It is signed by five witnesses along with 
the owner and Manikchand who is also the son of Shantidas. The date is also 
given but is not readable. 
I have offered below a description of these houses divided in five 
blocks based on the information in the deed as well as what one can read from 
the layouts. 
A: This house is single storeyed with an accessible roof-top. It has traditional 
14. M.A. Chaghatai. 
15 . Journal of the Asiatic Society of Pakistan. 
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quarters of Indian houses leading to the main entrance and also used as a 
place for leisurely squatting. 
B: The plan of these houses depicts a magnificent structure in comparison to 
the other houses which have been described in the deed. The houses have 
four courtyards leading to the ante-rooms (parasals) while some 
accommodated the kitchen and room to store water (abdar khana). There 
are six parasals or verandah-like structures. The number of the rooms in 
these houses are twelve. These are of various sizes. Out of these, two are 
superimposed with the open terrace (mahtabi). The house at its northern 
end had an entrance through the traditional vestibule (dihliz). It is 
surprising that in spite of its extensive structures, the lay-outs do not 
show a bathroom or any structure which could be used as toilets. 
C: This house from its size appears rather small in contrast to the large size 
of other houses mentioned in the gift-deed. The house comprised two 
rooms and two parasals, and there was a courtyard in the east. 
D: This house has an entrance in the north which leads into the vestibule. In 
the north of this lies a courtyard which is surrounded by two rooms in the 
south-east and the south-west direction. Though the rooms are adjacent to 
each other, they open to different entrances into two separate parasals. 
E: This house has an elongated courtyard running north-south; on its either 
sides are constructed a series of rooms in which the room located in the 
north-east had an upper storey or a terrace on the western side of the 
courtyard. There are two parasals which in turn lead into two different 
rooms through the doors in the western wall of the parasal. 
F: The sign of the door of the half shop. 
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G: This is simply a plot of land "measuring 100 yards as per the carpenter's 
yard". 
A close examination of the deed as well as the lay-outs provide some 
interesting information not about the property of Shantidas but also help us in 
understanding domestic architecture, town-planning and middle-class housing 
in 17"^  century Ahmadabad. 
The city of Ahmadabad was founded as the royal capital and so the 
palace remained the focal point. This centre attracted various merchant 
communities, especially dealers in arms and manufacturers of luxury goods.^ 
Bhadra and Manek Chowk "constituted the twin political and commercial 
1 7 
centres of the capital". The growth of the city was in stages, the expansion of 
{hepuras was autonomous within the city itself'^ The other residential unit of 
the city was the pol having a cluster of houses with single street guarded by a 
gate at the entrance.'^ The forms and physical planning of these/>(3/j varied in 
Ahmadabad. As Jain observes, "There are areas where the pol has a definite 
rectilinear pattern, but in most parts of the city an organic pattern prevails". 
He further writes, "that the street of the pol has been the most dominant form 
of community space in Ahmadabad throughout the centuries".'^' 
The basic plan of the houses described in the gift-deed conforms to the 
general pattern of medieval town houses, which were in a row, sharing two 
16, R.N. Mehta and Rasesh Jamindar, in Ahmadabad, eds. George Michel! and Sneh Lai Shah, 
Bombay, 1988, pp. 18-19. 
17, /bid., p. 20. 
18, lbid.,p.\9. 
19 . Kulbhushan Jain, Ibid., p. 157. 
20, Ibid 
21 . Ibid 
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walls with the adjoining units. These houses have no lawns and gardens 
attached to them. It seems that the houses covered the entire plot of land 
available. The lay-outs reveal that the courtyard was one of the most central 
structures of the house where domestic activities took place, while it also 
provided a meeting place for the family members. The parasal which 
surrounds the courtyard was another important zone of the house. Invariably 
every house has this verandah-like structure (parasal). It was used as an ante-
room. Similarly, each housing complex had its own kitchen and water storage 
room. Most of the houses had flat high open terraced roofs, obviously for 
enjoying the moonlight and sleeping during the summer nights. 
The construction techniques of domestic building of Ahmadabad were 
based on indigenous trabeate style with posts and beams with brick panels. We 
find a liberal use of wooden materials and burnt bricks during the 17 century. 
According to Jain, "Among the principal building materials used in Gujarat, 
carved stone and wood stand out for richness of expression. With both these 
materials we can observe elaborate details of carving. In the construction of 
houses and mansions or havelis, wood predominates, with stone used only for 
pillar bases called khumbis. Not only did wood provide a strong structural 
system for house building, it was also an excellent material for carving various 
elements such as pillars, capitals, brackets, lintels, balconies and eaves". 
The striking feature is that in none of these houses is there any 
indication of a separate apartment for women. This points towards the 
22. J.S. Grewal, In the By-lams of History, S.C. Misra, 'Some Seventeenth-Eighteenth Century 
Urban Documents from Baroda. 
23 . Kulbhushan Jain, in Ahmadabad, p. ! 58. 
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relatively less cumbersome position of women in the Jain merchant families of 
Gujarat. On the basis of the details given in the document one may infer that 
the pols of Ahmadabad had a mixed population of various castes, professions 
and communities. The merchant of Ahmadabad showed no tendency to have 
an exclusive locality for themselves during the period under discussion. 
One of the interesting information coming from the document is about 
the rules and practices of inheritance and right to property. The daughter 
alongwith sons also shared the property of her father. 
It seems that all these houses were not purchased by Shantidas for his 
personal use; most of them were situated in the Jauhari pol which was the 
central and coveted part of the city. Some of them were certainly given out on 
rent. Similar evidence is also forthcoming which indicates that Shantidas was 
one of the mortgagees of a mansion in Jhaveriwada at Ahmadabad in 1632.^  
Some of the houses might have been acquired as a result ,of foreclosed 
mortgages. This is further borne out by afarman of Shah Jahan issued in 
1635-36 about Shantidas's immovable assets in the city of Ahmadabad. The 
farman directs the administrators of this province that none should occupy or 
interfere in the realization of rents from his shops. Therefore, it is safe to 
assume that it was one of the many diversified mercantile activities of 
Shantidas to invest in real estate. 
24 . Rao Bahadur Prahlad C. Diwanji, 'Three Gujarati Legal Documents of the Moghul Period' in 
Journal of the Gujarat Research Society, Jan. 1942, pp. 20-23, 26. Cf. M.S. commissariat. 
History of Gujarat, p. 144. 
25 . M.S. Commissariat, Mughal Farmans, p. 31. 
Appendix - A 
The text of the hiba-nama (^ift-deed) 
Both the parties came to the court with the endowment and acceptance 
of the endowed property, as well as its possession as per details recorded 
therein, and have ratified and they have also sanctimoniously recognised them. 
The object of submission of this writing by appearing before the exalted 
court of the city of Ahmadabad which God may protect from calamities and 
ill-happenings by Obedient to Islam (muti-ul Islam), Shantidas, son of 
Sahasrakiran , son of Bachha Jauhari, who agrees and acknowledges that a 
house (yek-manzil khana) consists of two rooms with an ante-room {parsaf) 
and cell (chhendi) having double-layered roofs over them. There are a 
courtyard with a room with a double layered roof which stands on the north 
and a kitchen with roof including the open high terrace [or balcony] 
{mahtabi). There is a room for water storage (abdar khana) with the roof, and 
on the very roof, of the upper storey stands the mahtabi. There are water 
cistern (taanka) and vestibule (dihliz) with double layered roof The other 
parsal beyond the vestibule with the roof and on this very roof, of the upper 
storey stands the balcony, and two rooms stand adjacent to the courtyard. The 
walls of the house are built of burnt bricks, wooden posts and beams covered 
with mud plaster. The house is within the walls of the city cited above and is 
situated in the vicinity of Jauhariwar in a quarter (mahallat) known as the 
' . However, in one of the Gujarati documents his name has been recorded as Sahasrakiran, See 
Rao Bahadur Prahlad C. Diwanji. 
' . It has been misred as 'turk-khama' by M.A. Chaghatai in the entire text. 
' . It should be read as Parasal (Gujarati) in the entire text which means a room opening off a 
courtyard (cbowk). 
\ It is meant for enjoying the moonlight. 
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Jauhari Pol which is surrounded by four sides as under: 
East: Partly near the drain of the house (abchak khana) of Manikchand, 
son of Obedient to Islam (muti-ul Islam) Shantidas which this 
endower has endowed to him, has a common wall and drain with a 
vestibule on this side, partly between them. The upper storey is also 
common [between them]; the house adjacent to the drain belongs to 
the endower, Shantidas. 
West: Adjacent to the thoroughfare and the drain with the boundaries 
towards the gateway. 
South: Partly common and partly adjacent to the house of Shantidas, the 
endower with a common middle wall. Partly adjacent with the house 
of Hemchand, son of Shantidas, already gifted to him with a 
common wall in between [the houses], partly adjacent to the 
thoroughfare. 
North: Some portion of the house is adjacent to the house of Manikchand 
already endowed and the middle wall is common and partly adjacent 
to the drain and the house of Manikchand, son of Shantidas which he 
had gifted to the former and the middle wall is common and some 
portion is adjacent to the common passage. 
There are two houses adjoining each other, the walls are made of burnt 
bricks, wooden posts and beams covered with mud plaster. The said mansion 
(hawili) is situated in the quarter Lonka Puri as detailed below: 
The first house consists of two rooms with open terraces,/^ar^a/ with an 
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open terrace, a courtyard, a dheri^ with an open terrace, a covered portico, two 
rooms with terraces, a parsal with terrace, a courtyard, a well, a kitchen, a 
room for water storage, three other rooms with terraces adjacent to each other, 
a dheri with ceilings in which there is a room with terrace. 
The second house comprises two terraced rooms, an open terrace and a 
courtyard with a small room and another parsal with an open terrace before a 
small room. The other parsal with an open terrace on the southern side with a 
dheri, parsal, courtyard, a room and on the eastern side with the vestibule. 
These two houses are adjacent to each other within the following 
boundaries: 
East: Partly adjacent to the house of Manikchand, son of Shantidas, the 
endower who has already gifted it to him. The middle wall is 
common and partly adjacent to the house of Manikchand as recorded 
above and the middle wall towards dheri is also common. 
West: Adjacent to the house of Ratanji^, son of Shantidas, which Shantidas 
has already endowed to him and the middle wall is common. 
South: Partly adjacent to the house of Manikchand as per above cited 
details; the middle wall being common and partly adjoining the 
house of Thakursi, son of Badridas. The drain of the other house 
falls this side and some portion of it is attached to the house of 
Austindas [or Ostindus], the English^. The middle wall belongs to 
' . The transcriber M.A. Chaghatai deciphers it differently at various places like dehh, dhuri and 
dahri. 
^. M.A. Chaghatai reads it'Atan Ji' wald Shantidas. In the text it is Ratan Ji bin Shantidas. 
'. M.A. Chaghatai reads it as Astin Das Angrezi. 
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the first house and it is partly adjacent to the above named Ratan as 
cited above. The drain of the first house also falls this side. 
North: Partly adjacent to the common passage; without upper storey and the 
drain. The said upper storey belongs to the two houses which are 
adjacent and some portion of it is adjacent to the drain, and the house 
of Manikchand, son of Shantidas, the endower who has already 
endowed it to Manikchand. The middle wall is common. 
A house consisting of two rooms, Xv^o par sals, a courtyard, the walls of 
the rooms being built of burnt bricks, wooden posts and beams covered with 
mud plaster, is situated in the quarter of Lonka Puri within the following 
boundaries: 
East: Adjoining the courtyard of the room is [the house of] muti-ul Islam 
Shantidas, the executant. 
West: Adjoining is the wall of the inherited house owned by Samrat, son of 
Sirapchand^ baqqal^ (banya). 
South: Adjoining is the common passage and drain; it is without the upper 
storey. The above mentioned upper storey belongs to the second 
house. 
North: Partly adjacent to the land of drain of the houses of Manikbai"' the 
daughter of Shantidas, the executant who has already gifted it to her. 
Another house consists of a portico, a room, parsal, a courtyard, 
9 
10 
M.A. Chaghatai has read it as Sirap. 
M.A. Chaghatai deciphers it as qal. 
M.A. Chaghatai reads it Manikchand Bati which seems to be incorrect. 
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door-step and vestibule. Along with the door-step the walls are built of burnt 
bricks, wooden posts and beams plastered with mud. It is situated inside the 
four walls of the said city in the vicinity of Jauhariwar near the quarter Konhari 
within the following boundaries: 
East: Partly adjoining the inn (poshal) of the Hindus and partly adjacent to 
the passage of the residents of the quarter (mahalla); the drain and 
the doorstep are located on this side and some portion is attached to 
the house owned by Sundar, son of Bardman (Vardhman?) Z>a^ a^/ 
and the middle wall belongs to the house under discussion. 
West: Some part of it is attached to the vestibule of the house owned by 
Sundar, the middle wall belongs to the above mentioned house and 
some portion is adjacent to the common passage. The remaining 
portion is adjacent to the guest-house (fardkhana) owned by Rahiya, 
Raghudas and Gulalchand, sons of Bagh Ji baqqal. The middle wall 
is common. 
South: Partly adjoining the house of Sundar, and the drain of the house falls 
to this side. The above mentioned drain and the other wall of the 
door of the room belongs to the house in question and some portion 
of it is adjacent to the common passage. 
North: Partly adjoining the thoroughfare (rah ahl-i mahalla) and the drain; 
the drain, vestibule along with the doorstep of the house fall in this 
direction. And some portion of it is attached to the land of the poshal 
of the Hindus. 
The house consists of two rooms, two parsals, a courtyard, another 
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room facing two above mentioned rooms and the other room accommodates 
the water storage and a kondhi tree [stands nearby]. Similarly a room adjacent 
to the said water storage room; the walls are built of burnt bricks, wooden posts 
and beams covered with mud plaster. It is situated in the vicinity of Jauhariwar 
near Gothari Pol with the following boundaries: 
East: Some portion is adjoining to the land of the drain of the inherited 
house which belongs to Girsi baqqal whose heir has mortgaged it to 
Askaran, son of Raikaran baqqal Some portion of it is attached to 
the land of the drain of the house of Girsi which his heir has 
mortgaged to Ranji baqqal. 
West: Partly adjacent to the common passage and the drain of the house 
falling this side. 
South: Partly adjacent to the house owned by Nalqa, son of Bag Ji baqqal. 
The middle wall is common and some part of it is attached to the 
common passage, the main door and the drain. A portion (also) 
adjoins the house belonging to Jhaka and Dhu Ji, sons of Kalyan 
baqqal. A wall which is in the middle is common. 
North: Partly adjacent to the poshal of Raj Biji (Vijay?) Sur and another 
wall is adjacent to the above mentioned house. Some part of it is 
adjacent to the wall of the inherited house of Kara baqqal, (already) 
mortgaged to Ganesh, son of Bag Ji baqqal. The half of the shop 
door is terraced and the walls are built of bricks, wooden posts and 
beams and plastered with mud. It is situated inside the walls of the 
said city in the quarter of Manik Chowk near the tomb of late Sultan 
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Ahmad within the following boundaries: 
East: Adjacent to the thoroughfare and drain. 
West: Adjacent to the kitchen attached to the tomb of late Sultan Ahmad. 
The drain of the half shop falls in this direction. 
South: Adjacent to the shop owned by Paswir, son of Dev Dutt baqqal. The 
middle wall made of wooden posts and burnt bricks is common. 
North: Adjacent to the half shop in the possession of Indra Ji, son of Arjun 
baqqal. 
A measured piece of land comprising 100 yards according to the 
carpenter's yard in the said city inside the quarter of Jauhariwar near Jauhari 
Pol. The details of the boundaries are as under: 
East: Partly adjoining to the land of the bathroom which is common m this 
house, the land and the house of Ranchhor, Laksmichand, 
Manikchand, Hemchand and Malik Kam, diwan, of the executant. A 
part of it is adjacent to the courtyard of the house of muti-ul Islam 
Shantidas. 
West: Adjacent to the land of guest-house (fard khana) of Ratan Ji, son of 
Shantidas which has already been endowed by Shantidas to him 
(Ratan Ji). 
South: Adjacent to the courtyard of the house of Shantidas, partly adjacent 
to the land of Ratan Ji, son of Shantidas which the executant has 
already endowed (to his son). 
North: Adjacent to the common passage, the main door and the drain. 
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The property and the rights attached to it belonged to me which I had 
purchased out of my own money. After purchasing the buildings I had got them 
renovated with my own money for my own accommodation. Now I am giving 
all the houses and half of the shop and land with the boundaries already 
delineated above, transferring ail the internal rights which I have been enjoying 
on these properties so far, alongwith four thousand two hundred and fifty 
Ahmadabadi rupees in cash, gold wares worth thousand rupees and other items 
of copper weighing two Shah Jahani maunds and the utensils of brass 
weighing one Shah Jahani maund have been endowed to my son 
Lakshmichand. I have transferred all this property to his charge (possession). 
This gift-deed according to the sacrosanct law is valid, free from any alteration, 
has been accepted by Lakshmichand in turn who has also taken possession of 
the houses, half shop, the measured land, all cash, gold and silver utensils and 
the items of brass, copper and brass. Now Lakshmichand had become the 
owner of all the above mentioned gifts without any hindrance according to the 
shariat law. Now I am not entitled to claim any rights over the said property. If 
I claim anything that should be treated as null and void. Lakshmichand to 
whom these gifts have been recorded was present and accepted the 
endowments from, me, and (also) acknowledged the receipt after having 
possessed all the property as listed above. Before making this endowment, two 
persons, son of Bagji, son of Sripal and Ratanchand, son of Harjiv, son of 
Hansraj had already notified it as witnesses in the court (of the Qazi) dated 1^ ' 
i?«^/I, 1067^.//. 
IV.(lii) Merchant Houses in Mughal Gujarat 
The Merchant housing in Mughal Gujarat has largely neglected by 
historians inspite of the fact that this could have remained an index of their 
prosperity and social well being. The value system these merchants 
communities cherished and their life style could also be determined by these 
houses in which they lived. So an attempt has been made to study the houses of 
merchant communities of Mughal Gujarat in the light of some new documents 
like sale-deeds and gift deeds and the archaeological findings along with the 
known sources relevant to the period. 
The architectural pattern largely depends on the climatic conditions, 
personal out look and standard of living of the occupants. Francois Bemier 
noted his observations of Indian houses, "In treating of the beauty of these 
towns I must promise that I have sometimes been astonished to hear the 
contemptuous manner in which Europeans in the Indies speak of these and 
other places. They complain that the buildings are inferior in beauty to those of 
the Western World, forgetting that different climates require different styles of 
architecture; that what is useful and proper at Paris London, or Amsterdam 
would be entirely out of place at Dehli".' 
Fryer observes that the Indian houses were meant for comfort and 
convenience.^  The climate and locally available building material determined 
the architecture of the region. The Gujarat houses find place in the 
contemporary literature. Abul Fazl mentions that the houses in this place had a 
khaprel (tile) roof, burnt brick walls plastered and cemented with lime (chuna) 
1 . Francois Bemier, Travels in Mughal Empire, 1656-68 AD, tr. A. Constable, Delhi, 1968, p.240. 
2 . Fryer, p. 199. 
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and had the foundations dug wide and raised with stones. The walls of some 
houses are hollow to accommodate a passage through them.^  The palm leaves 
or teak leaves were inter locked to make the thatch roof as has the case in some 
of the Surat houses. Ovington says that such houses were named as 'Cajan 
houses'.^ At Surat a number of such thatched house had walls made of canes.^  
This is the reason why, if by some accident a house is set on fire, it consumes 
entire street.' Reeds were used along with the palm leaves for thatching the 
houses at Surat.^  
There, however survive some stray documents which provide us some 
idea about the merchant housing in Gujarat and incidentally also shed light on 
their social conditions. Perhaps, the most well known document of this kind is 
the gift-deed of Shantidas, the celebrated merchant-jeweller of Ahmadabad.^  
The National Archives of India, New Delhi has acquired a series of fifty eight 
documents.'*^ All these are of Cambay and related to the mid-17"", 18* and 19''' 
centuries, though the documents of the 18* century predominate. Similar 
documents relating to Vadodra (Baroda) and Batala have been brought to light 
by S.C. Misra and J.S. Grewal respectively." 
3 . Ain-iAkbari, vol. II, p. 114. 
4 . G.M. Moraes, 'Surat in 1663 as described by Fr. Manuel Godinho', in Essays in Medieval 
Indian Economic History, ed. Satish Chandra, Delhi, 1987, p. 140. 
5 . Ovington, p. 95. 
6 . Careri, pp. 23-23. 
7 . Fr. Manuel Godinho.above cited. 
8 . Tavemier, Vol. I, p. 6; Ovington, p. 95. 
9 . The hibanama has been reproduced by M.A. Chaghtai "A Rare Historical Scroll of Shah Jaha's 
Reign". 
10 . National Archives of India, Acquired Documents (Oriental Records Division). 
11 , S.C. Misra, "Some Seventeenth-Eighteenth Century Urban documents from Baroda"; J.S. 
Grewal, In the By-Lanes of History, Some Persian documents from a Punjab Town. 
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From these documents it appears that in a typical Gujarati residential 
house the main door (dar-i guzer) way to an ante-room (dahliz, deohri)'\ 
which opened generally into an inner courtyard (sahn)'^ Immediately after the 
dahliz was a covered verandah like structure known as parsal. '^ In some case 
there was a provision of double or tuple parsal, either one behind the other or 
on both sides of the courtyard. In this case the one situated towards the 
courtyard was known as simply a parsal or baharni parsal (in Gujarati) 
meaning the external portico, whereas the inner one was called Parsali or 
andarni Parsal (in Gujarati). '^  
This was followed by living rooms (hujra) known as ordo in Gujarati. 
All these rooms had a single axis of movement and surrounded the brick-
layered courtyard, which was also called chowk. '^ The service rooms like the 
kitchen (matbakh/rasodu). The water room [abdar khana/ paniaru) were 
situated near each other. The kitchen was sometimes located in the dahliz' 
while the abdarkhana could also be located in the parsal. The water-room 
either had a small platform with round indentations to hold water pots or in 
some it had masonary tanks (khum-i ab) to store water. These khum-i ab 
could also be provided in the kitchen. 
12 . NAI, 2695/1, 6, 14, 28, 30; Shantidas's hibanama. 
13 . Shantidas's hibanama, NAI, 2695/35. 
14 . NAI, 2695/1,3,6,8,11,14,17,20,32; 2702/4,5,6,7 and Shantidas's hibanama. 
15 , NAI, 2695/1,3,6,8,11,14,17,20; 2702/4,5,6,7; Shantida's hibanama. 
16 . NAI, 2695/6,8,1,28; 2702/4 and Shantidas's hibanama. 
17 . NAI, 2695/1,3,6,8,11,14,21,28; Shantidas's/z/iflwama. 
18 . NAI 2695/3,16, Shantidas's hibanama. 
19. NAI, 2695/6. 
20 . NAI, 2695/6. 
21 . NAI, 2695/1,9,11,14,15,16,17; Shantidas's/!/6a«j/Ka. 
22 . NAI, 2698/28. 
105 
Par sal and/or do in the par sol f^ and chowk.^"^ Not the merchant houses 
alone but invariably all the Gujarati houses had these masonary water tanks. At 
the rear end of the house or sometimes in a comer was situated a small room or 
cell (chhendi) which was used to store grains.^ ^ Sometimes an enclosure for the 
domestic animals (bara) or a cowshed (sairati) was also provided. 
Sometimes a privy is also noticed at a comer near the door.'^ ^ The entry to the 
house was also provided with a couple of masonary platforms {chabutardf^ 
which were sometimes also constmcted of mud.^ ° Some of the beautiful houses 
were also provided with a balcony (mahtahi/rivag) on the top.^' 
The doors were also provided with eaves (chhajja)}^ Bigger houses had 
two or more courtyards \ while the smaller ones had to make a courtyard 
shared with other houses.^ "* Some of the houses also had a well or underground 
water-tank (chah, tanka or birka)?^ The birka (underground water tank) was 
sometimes located either in the kitchen or in the chowk?^ We also find the 
mention of a double house with a shared dahliz?^ 
23. NAI 2695/1,3,1632; 2702/5J. 
24. NAl 2695/11. 
25. Shantidas's/j/feanawa 
26 . NAI2702/6. 
27 . NAI 2695/6,7,9,11,15,21; 2702/4. 
28 . NAI 2695/6,7,9,11,15,21; 2702/4. 
29 . NAI 2695/1,3,7,11,15,17,18,16,28,31,32,34; 2702/4. 
30 . NAI, 2695/6. 
3 1 . Shantidas's Manama 
32. NAI, 2695/1,14,16,32; 2702/4. 
33 . NAI, 2695/1; Shantidas's hibanama. 
34 . NAI, 2695/3,8,9,15,17; 2702/5,6. 
35 . NAI 2695/3,7,8,17,21,28,31,32,34; 2702/2; Shantidas's hibanama. 
36. NAI 2695/28. 
37 . NAI 2695/1,6; Shantidas's hibanama. 
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One may also be able to discern some interesting features of residential 
patterns in the mohallas of Cambay. The description of the blind alleys 
(kuchai-i sarbasta) frequently occurring in these documents as well as the 
references to different kinds of sewages and drains such as navdan and abchak 
reflects, perhaps, a conscious efforts on safety and proper drainage. 
Almost all houses are invariably built of burnt bricks. The ceiling in all 
but one case were made of teak (saj) wood plastered with mortar and covered 
with mud layer. The use of burnt bricks even in the modest houses of the 
merchants does not seem exceptional in the 17''^  and IS''^  centuries Gujarat 
towns. At Ahmadabad, houses belonging to Shantidas described in the 
hibanama too are stated to be built of burnt bricks. In the face of this evidence, 
S.C. Misra's observation that the common houses of Baroda were generally 
built of unbaked bricks seems surprising. At least, this does not seem to be the 
case with merchant houses in Cambay. 
The Muslim houses of Surat is hardly imposing. They take care to 
embellish the interior of their houses purposely leaving the exterior uncouth. 
From the street the looks of these houses resemble like hell but paradise from 
within. The ceilings have paintings, exquisite decorations on their walls, the 
finest carpets on chairs, couches draped with the best of silk for reclining, 
cloisters, gardens, fountains and everything else that can amuse who live 
there.'^ 
38 . S.C. Misra, 'Urban Documents from Baroda' 
39 . Fr. Manual Godinho, The Muslims are building apartments for their women and not habitation 
for men. 
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On the other hand the Hindu baniyas of Surat pay greater attention to 
their exterior than to the comforts within. They build them of stone and lime up 
to the first floor. From there on nothing else could be seen but works of carving 
in relief on teak embellished with enamel and lacquer of variegated hues.'*" 
Another striking feature is that in none of these houses is there any 
indication of a separate apartment for women, perhaps this point towards the 
relatively less cumbersome position of women in the merchant families of 
Gujarat, especially among the baniyas. This fact has already been emphasized 
somewhere else in this chapter. 
The construction techniques of domestic buildings of Ahmadabad were 
based on indigenous trabeate style with wooden posts and beams with brick 
panels. We find liberal use of wooden materials and burnt bricks during the 
17^ '' century. According to Jain, "Among the principal building materials used 
in Gujarat, carved stone and wood stand out for richness of expression. With 
both these materials we can observe elaborate details of carving. In the 
construction of houses and mansions or havelis, roof predominates, with stone 
used only for pillar bases called khumbis. Not only did wood provide a strong 
structural system for house building, it was also an excellent material for 
carving various elements such as pillars, capitals, brackets, lintels, balconies 
and caves . 
On the basis of the details given in our documents about the houses 
under transaction we may infer that the pols (localities) of Cambay had mixed 
population of various castes, professions and communities. And the ordinary 
40. /6/cf.,p. 143. 
41 . Kulbhusan Jain, in Ahmadabad, eds. George Michell and Sneh Shah, Bombay, 1988, p. 158. 
108 
merchants of Cambay showed not tendency to have an exclusive locality to 
themselves.'*^ Rather the houses were scattered in different parts of the town 
adjoining, at times, with the houses of brahmans, artisans and wine sellers."*^ 
There also does not appear any kind of religious segregation in the residential 
pattern. We find a house of a Muslim in the vicinity of the houses belonging to 
baniyas, brahmans and others.^ '* It is also noticeable that the houses of the 
ordinary merchants of Cambay during the 17''' and 18*^  century were 
exclusively residential and separated from their shops unlike the houses cum 
shops of ordinary merchants in Shahjahanabad. Bemier informs us that in the 
17"' century while the big merchants had palatial houses like those of the 
Mughal nobles, the ordinary merchants lived in the market place with shops on 
the ground floor and living quarters on top."*^  
42 . For residential apttem in Ahmadabad see Shirin Mehta, 'The Mahajans and the Business 
Communities of Ahmadabad' in Business communities of India, pp. 174-75. 
43 . NAI 2695/33. 
44. NAI 2695/6,8. 
45 Francois Bemier, p. 245. 
Chapter V 
Qujarati MercHants Overseas 
Tfie ^ujarati MercHants in Incfonesian 
^rcfiipefago during tHe 17^^ Century 
The Gujarat! Merchants m Indonesian ^Archipelago During 
the 17'^  Century 
It is well known that the Gujarati merchants were settled in all the 
important ports of Asia and East Africa during the 16* and the 17* centuries.' 
The Gujarati merchants acted as sarrafs to the Iranian Muslims merchants 
during the 17*-18* centuries in the Persian Gulf region. Even the Dutch hired 
the Gujarati baniya as sarraf. These Gujaratis had impressive presence at 
Bandar Abbas as well as in other towns like Shiraz, Kirman, Kashan, Isfahan, 
Tabriz and Ardabil.^ From the records of the Dutch East India company some 
additional material is forthcoming regarding their relations with the Dutch East 
India company (VOC) especially in south-east Asia in the 17* century, and to 
this theme this chapter will be mainly devoted. 
Perhaps the earliest evidence of Dutch contact with the Gujarati 
merchants comes from 1601, before the establishment of the United Dutch 
East India Company (VOC) when two Dutch merchants, both representing 
Middleburg Voorcompagnie, a forerunner of the VOC, visited Surat on a 
Guajrati vessel from Achin with a letter of introduction for the Mughals from 
Sultan of Achin.^ The Dutch realized that for their spice trade need the India 
cotton textiles; and for this purpose the trade with the Coromandel coast was 
not enough and they had to extend their trading activities to Gujarat. In 1618, 
the Dutch managed to obtain a farman from the Mughal emperor Jahangir 
1 . For Gujarati Settlements in tiie Red Sea area see Ashin Das Gupta: "Gujarati Merchants and the 
Red Sea Tarde 1700-1725" in The Age of Partnership. Ed. Blair B. Kling and M.N. Pearson, 
Honolulu, 1979, pp. 123-158. 
2 . Shireen Moosvi, 'Indian Brokers, The Dutch Company and Monetary Crisis in Iran', pp. 1121-
22. 
3 . George D. Winius and Mark Vink, Merchant Warrior Pacified, Delhi, 1991, pp. 23-28. 
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when he was visiting Ahmedabad, permitting them to establish factories in 
Gujarat. The Indian textiles were so essential for getting south-east Asian 
spices that before the establishment of factories in India, the English and the 
Dutch frequently purchased these goods from Gujarati merchants at Bantam 
and elsewhere and then exchanged them for pepper. Samuel Bradshaw wrote 
from Tiku to the English factor at Bantam in 1612: "After I had spent 
sometime in Achin. I fell in trade with the Guzeratis, giving English cloth and 
lead in truck for baftas, black and white, 125 corge, Selas and canques, 300 
corges altogether 450 corges. All which commodities I have sold here for 
pepper in Tecco very readily and at reasonable prices in truck to this cloth".^ 
The Gujaratis were in considerable number in the Spice Islands.^ Gujarati 
merchants had their agencies in all the main commercial centers of the south-
east Asia at least uptil 1648.' According to one estimate, in the 16* century at 
Malacca alone, there lived a thousand Gujarati merchants, and about three to 
n 
four thousand were constantly shuttling between Guajrat and Malacca. The 
activities of Gujarati merchants, in fact, predated the arrival of Dutch for when 
the Dutch arrived in Bantam and Spice Islands they found that many Asian 
merchants including the Guajratis were active in the commercial traffic. 
Apparently the only Asian from the Indian ocean area to carry on direct 
4 . H.T. Colenbrander and W. Ph. Coolhaas, Jan Pietersz Coen, Bescheiden Omtrent Zijn Bedriffin 
Indie, 7 Vis in 8 parts, The Hague, 1919-1923, Vol. VII, Pt. I, p. 316. 
5 . Letter received, Vol. I, pp. 68-70. 
6 . Tome Pires: Suma Oriental, p. 45. 
7 . Johan Van Twist, Generale Beschrijvinge van indien, Oude en Nieuw Oost Indien, 5 vols. In 8 
parts, Dordrecht and Amsterdam, 1724-1726, Vol. IV, Pt. II, pp. 145-46. 
8 . Tome Pires, p. 45. 
9 . Schipvaart (de eerste) der Nederlandes naar Oost Indie onder Cornells de Houtman 1595-97, 
ed. G.P. Rouffaer and J.W. Izerman, The Hague, 1929, Vol. I, pp. 75,77, 83. 
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shipping with Bantam were the Gujarati merchants.'" The Gujaratis became so 
well entrenched in the region and attained such a status that they even received 
appointments as port officials. We come across one such reference in the 
Dutch records where a Gujarati merchant is stated to have occupied the office 
of shahbandar at Malacca in 1601." The Dutch complained against this 
particular shahbandar that he was ill disposed towards them and did 
everything possible to obstruct their trading activities. The Dutch alleged that 
he was unduly favourable to the Guajrati merchants. In Malacca, in the early 
17' century, the Gujarat merchants were so dominant that the Dutch were 
compelled to offer high prices to compete with them.'^ This interesting 
reference a modification of the oft held view that the Dutch merchants always 
had an upper hand over the Asian merchants in the region. The Surat 
merchants used to send about ten ships annually in the mid 17* century loaded 
with cotton textiles and numerous other goods to the south-east Asian 
markets. ' 
The use of force, however, was inherent in the VOC policy in the 
Indonesian archipelago designed to edge out the other merchants operating 
there. This led to incidents such as the one, the following Resolutions of the 
Governor General and Councilors dated 28 December 1619 is concerned with 
"whereas on the English ship the Dragon captured before Tiku we have taken 
a Guajrati named Malinshiary, being a pilot of Prince Sultan Khurram, the son 
of the grand Mughal in Surat, who importunes us much and troubles us to have 
10 . J. Keuning, De tweede schipvaart, 7 vols., the Hague, 1939-1949, Vol. I, p. 87 and Vol. IV, p. 
92. 
11 , Keuning, Tweede Schipvaart, vol. I, p. 48. 
12 . Ibid 
13 . W.H. Van Santen, Verenigde p. 14. 
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reparation and retribution for the cloths and other merchandise which were 
laden in the English ship won by us off Tiku of the declaration handed over 
that purpose amounting to 13000 pieces of eight, moreover in the Dragon the 
value of 300 pieces of eight for his private account. It has been approved to 
give him an honourable accommodation at Jakarta until by time and tide the 
occasion shall present itself that we can transport him back to Surat with our 
other ships, and with regard to his request to announce to him that as his prince 
or Lord is our good friend and we are of the intention to send a fleet to settle 
the affair in amity with his Lord".'"* 
During the first half of the 17* century there was stiff competition 
between the Dutch company and the Indian merchants in the textile trade, each 
tr}'ing to undersell the other and this led to a fall in prices in Bantam.'^ 
Relations between the Dutch and Gujarat merchants could not thus be very 
friendly. Van Leur has rightly pointed out that the Dutch company's economic, 
military and diplomatic forces were limited and it could only survive and 
flourish because of the cooperation of Asian traders and rulers, adjustment 
with the local circumstances and immense flexibility on the part of its servants 
operating in the Indian Ocean.'^ In principle, the expressed aims of the VOC 
were limited, viz. trade and commerce. But trade in the prevailing 
circumstances could not have been peaceful. 
In the spice growing areas of the south-east Asia, the company gained a 
monopoly by conquest and expulsion of the native merchants and by excluding 
14 . Jan Pietersz Coen, Vol. Ill, p. 573. 
15 . Dag registere gehoudenin 't casteel Batavia passerende Jaer ter plaetse als over geheel 
NederlandIndie, 3\ vols, Batavia and the Hague, 1888-1931, vol. 1633, p. 143. 
16 . Indonesia Trade and Society, pp. 240-45. 
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all other traders from engaging in spice trade by use of naval power. 
Elsewhere, in Asia the company tried to control and restrict the indigenous 
trade and shipping by a system of passes.''^ Yet the Dutch efforts to control and 
suppress indigenous trade and to interfere in the activities of Asian merchants 
were not always very successful. This failure is most clearly reflected in the 
fact that the settlements of the Gujarat merchants continued to be found in 
abundance in the south-east Asian markets.'^ 
Thus it seems that inspite of the consistent efforts of the VOC in Malay-
Indonesian archipelago it could not stop the Guajratis. Haji Zahid Beg's ships 
called on almost all the south-east Asian ports, especially for buying tin at 
Johore, and the Dutch were unable to stop them.^ ^ In face of Dutch hostility 
the Gujaratis also started hiring spaces for their cargoes on English ships going 
to Bantam. The Gujaratis brought large quantities of goods to Johore in 
1647.''Hamilton in 1688 saw a Guajrati ship at Malacca on its way to China. 
Until the middle of the l?"' century the Guajrati merchants were taking tin 
from Achin to India. In 1688, the Dutch having undermined the Sultanate of 
Achin established their monopoly over the tin trade which had so far been in 
the hands of the Asian merchants.^ '^  Even then, they could not displace the 
Guajrati merchants.^ '* 
The evidence of collaboration between the Dutch and the Gujarati 
17 . ¥.S,. Gaastra, "Merchants, Middlemen and Money: Aspects of the trade between the Indonesian 
Archipelago and Manila in the 17* century", In the papers of the Dutch-Indonesian Historical 
Cofnerence, 1980, pp. 301-02. 
18 . F.S. Gaastra, p. 302, See also M.A.P. Meilink Roelofsz, Asian trade and European influence in 
the Indonesia Archipelago between 1500 and about 1630, S. Gravenhage, 1962. 
19. EFI. 1646-1650,p.m. 
20 . EFI, 1661-1664, p. 74. 
2 1 . EFI, l646-50,\)T?.Xm,m. 
22 . Alexander Hamilton: p. 85. 
23 . B.H.M. Vloecke, History of Indonesia, The Hague, 1959, p. 64. 
24. Ibid 
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merchants is also forthcoming from the Dutch records. When in 1648, the 
peace treaty between Spain and the Netherlands was signed, the Dutch 
conceded by an article of the treaty that the Spaniards in Asia would not open 
their harbours to the Dutch.^ ^ Nevertheless the Manila trade was so attractive 
that it could not be ignored by the Dutch. They therefore, solicited the services 
of the Gujarati merchants (as also of the Armenian merchants based in Surat), 
who in Manila could pass the commodities belonging to the Dutch as their 
own.^ *" The ships of Abdul Nabi and Abdul Ghafur of Surat that sailed from 
Batavia to Manila in 1682 carried Dutch merchandise. Khwaja Minas, a great 
Armenian raierchant of Surat sent Dutch freight alongwith the goods of some 
other merchants on board his ship to Manila in 1669.'^ ^ A ship of Minas again 
visited Manila in 1672. The ships of Abdul Ghafur sailing between Batavia 
and Manila carried the VOC flag to placate the Dutch. As these ships came 
closer to Manila these flags were removed.''^  
The Gujarati merchants seem to have had considerable resilience that 
made them survive against heavy odds once the Dutch had gained complete 
political control of the Indonesian archipelago.^' The rival power of Spain in 
the Philippines was cleverly used to circumvent the increasing Dutch 
monopoly. It is worth asking if the Indian resilience was not due to the fact 
that the European Companies were not as yet able to exercise any political 
control over the Gajrati merchants' home ports. 
25 . The New Cambridge Modern History, Vol. Ed, J.F. Cooper, Cambridge, 1971, p. 381. 
26 . F.S. Gaastra, pp. 301-02. 
27 . Algemeen Rijksarchief (A.R.A.), VOC archief 1382, f. 605. 
28. EFIJ668-69, p. \95. 
29. EFI, 1670-7, p. 226. 
30 . Generaale Missiven Van Governeurs Generaal en Raden aan Her en XVII der Verenigde Oost-
indische Compagnie 1610-1729, 8 vols. The Hague, 1960-85, Vol. V, p. 176. 
3 i . Ibid 
Chapter VI 
Toreign Merchants in Qujarat 
i SUdfi Jahan 's Tarmans to the (Dutch 
a Tiir^h Merchants 
VI.(I) Shahjahan's Far/nans to the Dutch 
At the dawn of the l?"" century the Dutch and the EngUsh began their 
commercial ventures on an organized basis in the Mughal empire. The Dutch 
were the first to open an agency in the Mughal dominions at Surat in 1606. But 
owing to the tussle with the Mughal officials there it turned out to be an 
abortive effort and they closed down the agency in 1607, only to reopen their 
factory in 1617.' Around that time they succeeded in procuring afarman from 
Jahangir and extended their area of operation by establishing factories at Agra 
and Patna in 1620s.^  The English established their factory at Surat in 1612 and 
carried trade all over the Mughal empire. 
The Mughal administration issued orders to these European companies 
from time to time either granting them permission to establish their trade, or to 
make concessions in various duties or to settle their disputes with the local 
officials. The English seem to have maintained these documents carefully and 
prepared copies and made lists of the orders issued to them.'' The texts of a 
number of orders issued to them by the Mughal authorities, thus survive atleast 
in copies in various collections.^ In any case, right from the time of John 
Hawkin's mission (1607-09) and the embassy of Sir Thomas Roe (1615-19), 
the relations between the English and the Mughal court have received much 
attention, but this cannot still be said about the Dutch Company's dealings 
From Akbar to Aurangzeb, pp. 32-38. 
Karl Fischer, Beginning of the Dutch trade with Gujarat, PIHC, 1965, p. 209. 
From Akbar to Aurangzeb, pp. 40-41. 
The first list which is more in a summary form is given in EFI, 1655-60 (in appendices). The 
edicts issued by the Mughal administration in favour of the English are given in the Bengal 
Public Consultations. The first list is mentioned in a communique dated 19"' Feb. 1704 in The 
Early Amah of the English in Bengal, ed. C.R. Wilson, London, 1895-1917, Vol. I, pp. 241-43; 
and the second list is provided in Ibid., Vol. II, part I, pp. 182-191. 
Br. IVIus. Add. 24039; Add. 405 (Hari Roil 43, A4) Bodleian Library, Oxford, Fraser, 228. 
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with Mughal administration in Gujarat. This may be taken as sufficient 
justification for examining the purport of three farmans issued by Shahjahan 
concerning the trade of the Dutch company in Gujarat. Incidentally, the 
existence of {\\QS,t farmans remained unknown to Dutch scholars. 
The MwghdX farmans issued to the Dutch East India Company survive in 
the Algemeen Rijksarchief in The Hague. We know afarman of Jahangir that 
was issued in 1618, a translation of which has been given by Karl Fischer. 
There is also a reference to a nishan of Prince Khurram issued to the Dutch 
confirming the clauses of the farman of 1618.^  He also ordered the mutasaddi 
of Surat and ihQ faujdars of Burhanpur and Cambay that the Dutch should not 
be molested but provided protection. Prince Khurram referring to the farman of 
emperor Jahangir ordered the officials, "that no one would attack their (the 
Dutch) goods or ask for toll on them when they were on their way from 
Burhanpur to Cambay and Ahmadabad".^ But the Persian texts of these too are 
not available. 
In this background, the thvQQ farmans of Shah Jahan issued to the Dutch 
that are available in a collection of Persian document relating to Gujarat in 
Bibliotheque Nationale^ gain special importance. These farman were issued in 
1627, 1637 and 1642. They are not important only because the surviving 
Mughal documents issued to the Dutch are rare but also owing to their 
contents. 
Karl Fischer, p. 209. He reports that ths farman is reproduced in J.P. Coen, Bescheiden omtrent 
sijn Bedrij in Indie, Vol. VII/I, The Hague, 1952, p. 956. 
Dulch Factories in India, 1617-23 ed. & tr. Om Prakash, Delhi, p. 59. Henceforth DPI. 
DFI, 1617-23,^.59. 
Bibliotheque Nationale, Supp. Persan 482. 
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Here, I have offered a foil translation of these three farmans (see 
Appendix A, B and C) and have tried to discuss their provisions. The first 
farman in our collection was issued on 9 Rabi-us sani, 1037 A.H 
corresponding to 19'*' December, 1627.'*' The farman that was exclusively 
issued on the request of the Dutch instructs the Mughal officials that no excess 
transit dues (zakat) should be collected from the Dutch and they must not be 
unnecessarily harassed at the custom house. It forther orders that the officials 
of pargana Olpar" must not interfere in their dealings and the revenue 
collectors should provide them facilities such as carts on rent for their use. The 
farman enjoins the rahdars on Burhanpur - Ahmadabad route not to place 
unauthorised demands on the pretext of rahdari and chaukidari on the Dutch. 
All these concessions seem to be available to all other merchants. The English 
too were provided the same concessions and privileges. 
The second farman was issued on 9 shawwal 1047 ^.^corresponding to 
23'^ '' February, 1637 A.D.'^ Interestingly enough this farman was jointly issued 
to the Dutch and the English and thus is mentioned in the English Factory 
Records.''' The document is of interest in view of the restrictions imposed on 
the European merchants in the Muhgal empire. The Mughal administration was 
clearly distrustfol of them and wanted securities. The farman forbids the 
movement of the English and the Dutch to other ports except Surat. It orders 
both the English and the Dutch to keep a high ranking captain at the port of 
10. /^ /fif., f. 88(b) & f. 89(a). 
11 . Olpar (2 ] +72+) was a pargana in the sarkar of Bhroach in Guajrat, Atlas of the Mughal Empire, 
7A, p. 22. 
12 . Br. Mus. Add. 24039, f. 2(b), English too were granted almost an identical/orwa/; in the same 
year, Supp. Persan, 482, f. 89. 
13 . Supp. Persan, 482 f.68(b) and f. 69(a). 
14 . EFI, 1637-41, p. 108; However, there is a discrepancy in the date of issuance of this/ar/non. By 
the English record it was issued sometimes in 1636. See also Ibid. 
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Surat that is within the territory under the Mughal control and not to go over-
board their ship until captains of equal rank replace them. The farman seeks a 
further guarantee of their good behaviour by asking that Rs.l2 lakhs should 
always be kept or invested in the imperial territory. The farman further orders 
that they (the Dutch and the English) disarm themselves before entering the 
Mughal dominions and forbids them to make any frigates for warfare. So this 
order was naturally resented by both the English and the Dutch factors. This is 
evident from the report of the English factors, "the principals of English and 
Dutch nations to move out of Surat until released by their successors they shall 
return to their native country. The same firman enjoyenth that 12 Laackes of 
rupees should be always deposited in his Kingdom, that the shippers should 
always ride in Swally Hole, and that no frigatts should be built in India: all so 
unreasonable that we publiquely protest we could not submit unto such unequal 
conditions ..."'^ The English factors further opined that though these 
regulations had been framed but were not strictly enforced. They also never 
observed them.'^ 
The third farman^ of Shah Jahan issued on 12 shaban, 16 R.Y. 
corresponding to 1052 A.H. i.e 5* November. 1642 A.D. on the request of the 
Dutch and the recommendation of Prince Dara Shikoh whose name is 
explicitly mentioned in the zimn. The farman has also been referred to by the 
English factors but the exact date of the issuance of it is not recorded by 
them.'^ The English factors complain that they are paying higher amount that 
what the Dutch pay as transit-duty and custom dues. The English factors noted 
15. EFI1637-41,p.m. 
16. Ibid. 
17 . Supp. Persan 482, f. 89. 
18. EFI, 1642-45,pp. \59-60. 
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in 1644, "the king having granted them (the Dutch) his firmaen to this 
governor and costomers that their (the Dutch) goods shall be cleared at the rate 
themselves pretend they cost in Agra, with addition of 20 per cent. For 
charges, on Ahmadabad goods 10 per cent., and Baroda and Burroach goods as 
they cost in those places ..."'^ While the English paid taxes on prices much in 
excess of the cost prices on goods bought at Agra namely 40%, on goods 
procured from Ahmadabad, 25% and on the goods bought at Baroda and 
Bhroach 12%. So in the light of the above fact this farman assumes 
significance; as how the Dutch East India Company was enjoying concessions 
from the Mughal authorities vis-a-vis the English East India Company at times 
in India during the 17^ century. This farman envisaged that the officials 
should collect the transit-dues (ushur) from the Dutch according to the 
regulations (zabita) formulated by the imperial revenue department. It implies 
that the Mughal officials should collect the taxes by adding different rates on 
the goods bought at various places according to the established rules. The rates 
prescribed by the authorities were 20% in addition to the prices of goods 
purchased at Agra and 5% on the goods bought at Ahmadabad. The taxes 
should be realized by adding the cost price and additional charges. But nothing 
should be added on the goods bought at Baroda; Surat and its vicinity. The 
officials are directed to check the purchase prices from the account books for 
these places. The farman further warns the authorities concerned that they 
should place no other demands except what are prescribed. 
19. EFI, 1642-42, pp. 159-60. But there seems to be a discrepancy between the English Factory 
records and the copy of farman of shah Jahan on the rate of addition to the purchase price on the 
goods bought at Ahamdabad by the Dutch. The English Factors recorded it as 10% while the 
farman instructed the officials to add only 5% on the purchase price for the purpose of taxation. 
20. £f/, M^2-^5, pp. 159-60. 
Appendix - A 
Translation of Emperor Shah Jahan's Farman issued on 19^ '' 
December, 1627 
The exalted farman was issued to the Dutch company in respect of 
remission in transit dues {zakat) at the port of Surat on the goods carried to 
Swally. 
"One this occasion the exalted farman has been issued whereas 
Commander and the Dutch company placing their forehead of subservience on 
the threshold of the exalted court, submitted through the officials of the 
threshold that we the well wishers reside at the port of Surat and are engaged 
in sales and purchases that we have make the source of our subsistence. We do 
all whatever is incumbent on us as duty towards serving the state. Our ships 
make trips to the port of Swally and the merchandise that these bring from the 
said port to Surat and take from Surat to Swally. The exalted order may kindly 
be issued to the effect that they (the Mughal officials) should not realize zakat 
on (merchandise of) these from us and (our goods) should not be checked at 
customhouse. The mutasaddis of pargana Olpar' should not interfere in our 
affairs. The revenue collectors (ummal) of that aforementioned pargana may 
provide us carts on hire for the purposes of carrying the merchandise, 
provisions and water, as has been the practice from old times till date. The 
rahdars of the Burhanpur Ahmadabad route, wherever we may go, should not 
expect anything from us on the pretext ofchaukidari and rahdari The petition 
Olpar (21+72+) was ^ pargana in the sarkar of Bhroach in Gujarat, Atlas of the Mughal empire, 
7A, p. 29. 
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of theirs having been accepted, the officers (hukkam) and revenue collectors 
(ummal) of the aforesaid port are called upon to act in accordance with the 
exalted order and should not consider themselves absolved from the duty of 
implementing this order on any pretext and should consider it their duty and 
should not deviate from the order. 
Written on 9 Rabi-us sani 1037.4.//corresponding to 19* December, 1627. 
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Appendix - B 
Translatfon of Emperor Shah Jahan's Farman issued on 23'"'^  
February, 1637 
The exalted farman was issued with reference to the English and the 
Dutch who visit Surat port. 
"Be it iaiown to the Enghsh and the Dutch companies who are hopeful 
of royal favours that the imperial order to the effect has been issued that as 
previously. They (the English and the Dutch) used to visit port of Surat at 
present also they might come to Surat port but should not go to other ports and 
there shall always remain a high ranking English captain and similarly a high 
ranking Dutch captain at the aforesaid port and so long as he is not replaced by 
a captain of equal rank he should not go on board the ship and Rs.l2 Lakhs of 
their should always remain (invested) in the imperial dominions and their men 
should leave their arms and weapons in the custody of the custom house (farza) 
while entering the port of Surat and whereas they leave that port they should 
collect their arms and weapons from the custom house. They should anchor 
their ships at Swally port and shall not build the frigates. It is therefore, 
incumbent upon them that they should act in accordance with the orders that 
are written in this exalted ... farman and shall not deviate from whatever has 
been written and shall not transgress or violate these orders". 
Written on 9 Shawwal 1047 A.H. corresponding to 23"* February, 1637 A.D. 
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Appendix - C 
Translation of Emperor Shah Jahan's Farman issued on 5^ ^ 
November, 1642 
On the report of Muhammad Dara Shikoh (titles omitted) through Islam 
Khan (titles omitted), a farman of Shah Jahan (titles omitted), has been issued 
to the mutasaddi of Surat with regard to the concession in ushur, imposed on 
merchandise purchased. 
Whereas the Dutch Company presented itself at the imperial court and 
brought to the exalted attention through the officials of the threshold and 
petitioned that the mutasaddis of the port of Surat, inflict losses to them on the 
prices of the commodities which they (the Dutch) bought at Akbarabad and 
Ahmadabad etc. and carried to the aforesaid port. It became the source of 
trouble fore them (the Dutch). They hope that the imperial diwans may be 
ordered for framing regulations (zabita), so that the mutasaddis concerned may 
act in accordance with that world subjugating, sun-shining order has been 
issued (to the effect) that the mutasaddis of that place should enhance the price 
of goods purchased by them (the Dutch) at Akbarabad by ten-twelfth (i.e. 
20%) and that bought by them at Ahmadabad by ten-half (i.e. 5%). They 
should collect the ushur on these according to the regulation (zabita) as 
mentioned in the zimn. And the (price of goods which were purchased at Surat, 
Brodera (Baroda) etc. and in the vicinity of Surat should (be determined) 
according to the account book (bihchak) and inspecting the papers about their 
purchases. The ushur on them should be realized at the price of purchase. They 
should not harass them (the Dutch) on any account whatsoever and should not 
obstruct them out of avarice and greed. They should consider it obligatory and 
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shall not deviate from whatever has been ordered. 
The text of the memorandum (yaddasht) of the zimn dated 12 shaban, 
le"" R.Y. coiTesponding to 1052 A.H., 14* of the month of Aban of Ilahi (i.e 
5"' November, 1642 A.D.) recorded on the report (risala) of Islam Khan (titles 
omitted)... Muhammad Qasmi al Hashmi al Husaini (recorder of this zimn) as 
waqia nawis. It was brought to the exalted notice that the Dutch request that 
these slaves (the Dutch) suffer losses in the fixation of price of their goods (by 
port officials) which they bought at Akbarabad and Ahmadabad etc, and carry 
to Surat port. For this reason, we are hopeful that His Majesty may kindly 
formulate a regulation (zabita) according to which the officials should act. 
World obeyed and sun-shining farman has been issued that the mutasaddis of 
the above mentioned port should enhance the purchase price of purchases at 
Akbarabad by ten-twelfth (i.e. 20%) and (on that price) they should realize 
ushur as per rules. Similarly enhance the purchase price of purchases at 
Ahmadabad by 5% and they should realize ushur (on that enhanced price). On 
the purchase at Surat and Baroda etc. and in the vicinity of Surat, they should 
levy usual ushur on their purchase cost after confirming it (price) from their 
account book (bihchak) and paper. Item: They should not obstruct them on any 
other pretext, written according to another memorandum. Text (sharah) in the 
writing of waqia nawis, is according to waqia. Text in the writing of Madarul 
Muham so that waqia may be placed on record. Text in the writing of waqia 
nawis is according to waqia. (Hence forth the endorsement is of routine nature, 
so have been omitted). Text in the writing of Madar-al Muham so that it may 
be petitioned again. Text in the writing of Sheikh SaaduUah dated 25 of 
shaban, 16* R.Y. corresponding to 18* November, 1642 A.D. 
VI.(11) Turkish Merchants 
Among the foreign muslim merchants settled in Gujarat like the Arabs 
and Persians; the Turkish merchants seem to have been better organized. The 
Turkish merchants followed the leadership of the Challeby clan'. 
The Challebys were Ottoman. Turks^ they were navigators by 
profession. They had operated eastwards in countries like Persia, Indian and 
Burma." The Challeby were active on the routes to Batavia and Bengal as 
well.'' 
The history of the Challebys in India goes back to the time of Mughal 
emperor Humayun. In 1553 Sidi Ali Reis Challeby, an ottoman Turkish 
admiral landed at Surat. In the introduction of his book Mirat-ul Mumalik 
(Mirror of Countries)^, he says, "My father and grand father, since the 
conquest of Constatinople, had charge of the arsenal at Galata, they had both 
been eminent in the profession and their skill had come down to me as an 
heirloom".^ 
1 . Indian Merchants, p. 76. see also Mohd Afzal Khan, 'The chalebi Merchants at Surat 16th-
18th centuries' in the PIHC, Waltair, 1979, pp. 408-418. On the origins of the Challebys see 
FRS, 11 June 1796 (extract of a letter of the chief and council of Surat to the Governor and 
Council of Bombay, dated 28th February 1764), Cf M. Torri, 'Ethnicity and trade in Surat 
during the dual government era: 1759-1800 in lESHR, Vol. XXVII, No. 4, Oct-Dec. 1990 p. 
380. 
2 . The Encylopaedia of Islam, (New edition), Vol. II, ed. B. Lewis etc, Leiden, 1965, p. 19; A. 
Vambery, The Tra\>els and Adventures of The Turkish Admiral Sidi Ali Reis, London, 1899, 
pp. 1-5; G.R. Tibetts, Arab Navigation in the Indian Ocean before the coming of the 
Portuguese, London, 1971, pp. XI, 44-45. 
3 . A. Vambery Int. V-VI. 
4 . Ms Indien Gujarati 783 and 979. 
5 . See also J.J. Modi, 'Rustam Manock and the Persian Oiseh', JBBRAS, Vol. VI (New Series), 
Bombay 1930, pp. 158-59, Cf Mohd Afzal Khan. The Challebi Merchants of Surat. 
6 . A. Vambery, p. 5., Joseph Hammer, 'Notices and Extracts of the Miritol memalik of Sidi Ali 
Capoodawn, in Transaction of Literary Society of Bombay, Vol. II, London 1820, p. 14. 
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By the middele of the l?"" century the Challebys were quite active in 
the commercial Ufe of Surat. Tavemier writes in 1614-42 of a "Maronite 
merchant of Aleppo named chelebi," who had acted as his agent for the 
purchase made at Surat^. By this times the Turkish merchants had well 
established their colonies at Surat and maintained a number of sarais for the 
welfare and comfort of the strangers.* By the close of the 17* century the 
house of the Challebys became quite prominent and powerful in the business 
world of Gujarat. The earliest known important merchant of the clan was 
Muhammad Challeby, who possessed a ship; the 'Welcome' by which he had 
regular trade with Queda in 1672.^  Muhmmad Challeby had also hired the 
English ship to carry his cargoes. In 1683 he imported a few packet and 
parcels from Gombroon through the English ship 'Laurel' without any 
payment. It seems he might had some reciprocal arrangements with the 
company on his ships.'° Saleh Challeby and Ibrahim Challeby were most 
important ship-owners whose ships were plying to Batavia during the 18 
Century." 
At the turn of the IS"^  century, Usman Challeby emerges as an 
important merchant.'^ He was the owner of large commercial marine. One of 
his ships (Safinah), while returning laden from Jeddah, was captured by the 
Portuguese. To get it released, Rustam Manock (1635-1721), a Parsee broker 
7 . Tavemier, I, p. 7. 
8 . At the time of Shivaji's raids in Surat a new sarai was built by the Turkish merchants which 
they defended against Shivaji, see EFl, 1661-64, pp. 297, 308; EFI, 1670-77, pp. 195-96. 
9 . EFI, 1670-77, p. 226. 
10. EFI, 1678-84,^^.329-^0. 
11. Ms Indian Gujarati 979. 
12 . The author of Qiseh Rustam Manock, Mobed Jamshed Kaikobad calls him 'Turki' by caste 
ijat), see J.J. Modi, JBBRAS, 1930, p. 38. 
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of both the Portuguese and the English East India Company, went to Goa by 
the order of Amanat Khan, the Mughal Governor of Surat.'^ The Portuguese 
returned Usman Challeby's ship with all its cargoes and effects to Rustam 
Manock who returned to Surat by the same ship. On his return Osman 
Chaileby gave him a robe of honour.'"^ Usman Challeby lived like Mughal 
aristocrats in style. He had a beautiful garden adjoining that of the English in 
which Mughal government officials used to stay. In December 1748, Safdar 
Khan the acting governor of Surat when replaced by Teg Beg Khan, had to 
leave the place, he stayed in Usman Challeby's garden for about twenty 
days.'^ 
The Challebys were quite close to the Mughal authority at Surat. 
Sulaiman Challeby have developed enough closeness with Mughal governor 
for the latter to use his offices for the purpose of settling disputes between the 
Mughal government and the English factors of Surat. ^ ^ 
The close acquaintance with the Mughal authority encouraged 
Sulaiman Challeby to extort money from the baniyas of Surat. A complaint 
against him was lodged by the baniyas of Surat on 27 December 1703. The 
complain was Sulaiman Challeby being a favored of the late governor Itibar 
Khan, had extorted rupees 85,000 from them. He was detained at the Kotwali 
with the object of forcing him to refund the money to the complainants. 
Sulaiman Challeby refused to pay saying that the sums he had received were 
for the benefit and use of the old governor. The new governor put guards on 
13, J.J. Modi, 157-78. 
14. Ibid., pp. 39-40. 
15 . Selections from the Letters, Despatches and other State Papers preserved in The Bombay 
Secretariat (House Series), vol. I, ed. George W. Forrest, Bombay, 1887, p. 285. 
16. Selections, pp. 24\-45. 
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his house till he finally satisfied the comnplainants.'^ Ashin Das Gupta 
provides the name of eminent Challeby merchants of Surat in the early 18* 
Century on the basis of Dutch records. They are Haji Ahmad Challeby, 
Ibrahim Challeby, Hussain Challeby and Omar Challeby.'^ We are not quite 
Sure whether they belong to one family of different families. Out of these, the 
most prominent was Ahmad Challeby. He was the son of Haji Muhammad 
Saleh Challeby, the son of Durvesh.'^ His father, Muhammad Saleh, was a 
great merchant and owned many ships. He was very close to the Mughal 
emperors. It is believed that the Daira Mahah was built by him which was 
occupied until 1920s by Burori Modi.^° These Challeby merchants were 
always consulted on the important matters concerning the business or civic 
life of the city. Haji Ahmad Challeby was, no doubt, an important shipping 
magnate.^^ It is interesting to note that after the house of Mulla Abdul 
Ghafur, the house of Ahmad Challeby was the second most important among 
the mercantile houses of Surat. 
The European sources on Challebys could be supplemented by Itimad 
Ali Khan's diary, Mirat-ul Haqaiq which covers the period from 1718 to 
1726. 
The diary notes that Ahmad Challeby is a merchant {saudagar) who 
carried) overseas commerce in various commodities such as rose water 
17. /i/c/, pp. 264-65. 
18 . Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Merchants of Surat, c. 1700-50' in Elites in South Asia, ed. E. Leach 
and S.N. Mukherjee, Cambridge University press, 1970, p. 204. 
19 . Itimad Ali Khan, Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 221a; I have used the microfilm version available at the 
Centre of Advanced Study in History, AMU, Aligarh. 
20 . J.J. Modi, op.cit., pp. 163-64. 
21 . In a meeting held at Surat on 30 April 1, 1752, Saleh Challeby and Usman Challeby were 
present, see Selections, p. 303. 
22 . See Merchants of Surat, p. 208. 
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igulab), tobacco, Egyptian-willow {bidi mushk), sugar, etc. His ships 
frequently sailed to the ports of Basra, Mokha and Jedda. In December 1721, 
he exported rose water (gulab), tobacco and Egyptian - willow from Surat^ ^ 
Like wise, in May 1726, he sailed a ship for the port of Basra, laden with rose 
walerigulab) , sugar etc. with Muhammad Azam Kairani, probably a native 
merchant of Basra. There was enmity between the Challeby and the MuUas 
during the period Muhammad Ali was at the peak of his power. Ahmad 
Challeby was once imprisoned by the governor of the town and on another 
occasion had to seek safety in flight. Muhammad Ali also made determined 
attempt to run him out of Red Sea trade in which both of them were largely 
interested. The diary speaks of a severe clash between the two mercantile 
houses at Kachri Jhapat, owing to a dispute on certain matters; a few persons 
were injured on both sides.^^ 
The break down of central political authority and subsequent chaos led 
to the extortions from the merchants by the local Mughal administration. At 
the close of the 17"' and turn of the IS"' century the nature and content of the 
merchant protest was changing and they were becoming for more assertive 
what they used to be. The merchant protest was different from the protests of 
other social groups. The merchants protested on 27 January 1723 , under 
the leader ship of Ahmad Challeby and Abdur Rahman bin Muljam and 
others. The agitators came out of the city and submitted a charter of their 
23 . Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 21 la. 
24 . Ibid., f. 402b. 
25 . Merchants of Swat, p. 210. 
26 . Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 269b, 270a. 
27 . Farhat Hasan, State and Locality in Mughal India, p. 63. 
28. Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f.235h. 
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demands to the mutasaddi Momin Khan. He agreed to their petition (wajib-
ul'arz) and the protestors went back to the city.^ ^ The diary lists the demands 
of the merchants and its acceptance by the Mutasaddi.^° One of the important 
demands accepted by the mutasaddi was that "To Ahmad Challeby, Rustam 
Yar Khan and Sidi Anwar, an order be given that in case the government 
officials oppress the people without any cause (be-wajah), they would report 
the matter to the mutasaddi, so that it may be remedied. The officials {'amla, 
fa 'la) were so ordered. 
The merchants along with their leaders Ahmad , Abdur Rahman 
muljam, Lai Damni together with the general public of Surat came out of the 
city and submitted a petition of their demands to Momin Khan^ ,^ who 
received it the previous year but had not taken any action so far. In early 
1724, the merchants and residents of Surat, headed by Mulla Muhammed Ali, 
Ahmad Challeby, Abdul Rahman, Laldas and others, secured from the 
governor, Sohrab Khan, an undertaking that all footmen (piyadas) sent to the 
markets (bazaars) shall have their names entered in a register. And that the 
superintendent of the custom house (darogha furza) shall take no more than 
two 'Alamgiri tankas for issuing permits to the merchants. 
The diary informs us that Gadai Beg Khan, the deputy news reporter 
{naib khufyah nawis) of Surat, who was a nephew of Beglar Khan, the 
qiladar, in one of his dispatches dated 28 June 1726 accused Ahmad Challeby 
29. Ibid. 
30 . Ibid., ff. 235b-237a 
31 . Ibid., f. 221a. 
32 . Ibid., ff. 263a-64b. 
33 . Ibid., ff 363a-363b. 
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as a mischievous person who exploited the people. Ahmad was fettered and 
sent to the court. The arrest of Ahmad shocked his fellow merchants who 
came out of the city and assembled near the fort of Surat and demanded an 
explanation from Beglar Khan and his two nephews, Gadai Beg Khan and 
Teg Beg Khan.^ ^ 
On 6 July, a petition {iltimas) was sent to the Mughal court on behalf 
of the saiyads, sheikhs, merchants, Mahajanan, artisans (harfa) and other 
inhabitants of Surat from among the Muslims, Hindus, Armenians, Parsees 
and the masses. In the petition the two nephews of Beglar Khan were accused 
of being corrupt persons who had collected three to four lakhs of rupees, by 
force, from the merchants. They were also accused of paying the merchants 
one - fourth of the cost of their merchandise to hoard commodities. They also 
accused the two men of illegally collecting ten to twelve lakhs of rupees 
•ye 
under the pretext of fee for permission (rukhsatana) to build news houses. 
The petitioners requested that the amount taken under these pretences be 
returned to the victims^^. This frightened the qiladar and his nephews. They 
sent Bishab Rai (called Khwaja, financier or accountant) on 11 July to see 
Mulla Muhammad Ali to make peace. The two brothers also conciliated 
Muhammad Ali, Ahmad Challeby and Abdur Rahman Muljam. They made 
promises and brought the merchants back to the city . After this settlement, 
Mulla Muhammad Ali entertained the qiladar and his two nephews at 
Athwa.'^ Ahmad also arranged a feast for them in his garden at Jangi port. 
34 . Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 419b. 
35. /6/c/.,ff.421a-432b. 
36 . Ibid., ff. 422a-423a. 
37 . Ibid., ff. 424a-425a. 
38, lbld.,{.Ml^. 
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These two brothers Gadai Beg Khan and Teg Beg Khan too, in return invited 
Mulla Muhammad Ali, Ahmad Chaileby and other prominent merchants both 
Hindus and Muslims to dine with them in their garden.'*'^  It is of some interest 
that Ahmad also functioned for some time as the agent (wakil) of the Sharif 
of Mecca. On 17 September 1725, Haji Ahmad Hilhil''^ who came Surat in 
place of Ahmad to collect the fixed sum of one lakh of rupees, which the 
Mughal emperor had granted to the Sharif, the payment was to be made by 
the mutasaddi. The office of wakil must have been very lucrative, as goods 
of worth one lakh could have been purchased and then sold at the ports of Red 
Sea; and thus the money to the Sharif could have been transferred. Though 
there existed a professional rivalry between the two business houses of Surat: 
Mullas and Chaileby. But they stood united when it involved the larger 
interest of the mercantile communities. Mirati-i Ahmad, the well-known 
history of Gujarat records that Ahmad Chaileby is a merchant of equal 
potential to that of Mulla Muhammad Ali, the chief merchant {umdatul 
tujjarf^. In the conflict that took place between Mulla Muhammad Ali and 
Bahram Khan, the mutasaddi, in 1731-32, Ahmad Chaileby joined other 
merchants to support the canse of the Mullas'"'. When the group of merchants 
succeeded in driving away Bahram Khan, Ahmad Chaileby is said to have 
despoiled him of some of his property.'*^ Soon afterwards the next governor 
39 . Ibid., f.427b. 
40 . Ibid., f.427b. Also see M.P. Singh, Mulla Muhammad Ali - the Merchant Prince of Surat, 
P///C, 1977,p.294. 
41 . Ibid. 
42 . Ibid., ff.355b, 378b, 385b-86a. 
43 . Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 175-76. 
44 . Ibid., p. 148. 
45. /fcifif., pp. 176-77. 
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Tegh Beg Khan secured the ruin of MuUa Muhammad Ali, who he arrested 
and whose wealth to the tune of rupees 80 lakhs, he appropriated for 
himself* , this conspiracy against MuUa Muhammad Ali, Ahmad Challeby is 
also alleged to have played some part/^ But this was a prelude to his own 
undoing. For, after making enormous gains out of Mulla Muhammad, Tegh 
Beg Khan turned to Ahmad Challeby. Then Tegh Beg Khan managed to 
murder Ahmad Challeby and subsequently confiscated his house on the 
pretext that he had misappropriated the belongings of Bahram Khan, the 
previous governor; he also confiscated much of Challeby's wealth what had 
left behind.^ ^ 
Of the later history of the Challebys at Surat, not much is known. In 
1740, another merchants, Ahmad Challeby, was engaged in trade. A ship of 
his probably coming from the Red sea carried a cargo of coffee (800 bales) on 
the English company's account. This ship had been attacked and probably 
seized by two Portuguese 'grabs' near the road of the Surat port; and the 
English council were considering how to recover the cargo. It seems that he 
was a ship owner and must have belonged to the Challeby clan. 
Some interesting information is coming forth from the indigenous 
Gujarati source regarding Challebys. Besides freighting goods belonging to 
small merchants, the ship-owning Surat merchants were giving their vessels 
on ijara to other merchants. Ibrahim Challeby, the rich Surat merchant. 
46 . Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 152-6 Muila Muhammad Ali was subsequently poisoned and died on 9 
July 1733. 
47. Ibid.,pA16. 
48. Ibid., pp. \16-11. 
49 . Surat Diaries, 31 August 1740 in Selections from the Bombay Secretariat, Home Series I, p. 
269. 
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farmed out his ship Shah A lam, to the Dutch East India company and it was 
plying on Batavia-Surat route carrying sugar, candy, wine and a variety of 
spices worth several lakh of rupees/^ It seems that hiring a ship on ijara 
seems to be more economically viable alternative than renting a ship. 
By the mid-eighteenth century, sustained plunder of mercantile 
property by local officials drove several of the middling merchants of Surat 
into taking the 'protection' of the English and the Dutch Company. Of the 
top-ranking men only Mulla Fakhruddin, the great grandson of Mulla Abdul 
Ghajfur, had gone to Bombay for a short time before finally returning to Surat. 
The Challebys never deserted Surat and remained hostile to the development 
of English influence within the city, which they saw as a threat to their freight 
trade to the Red Sea. 
50 . Ms Indien Gujarati, 979. 
Chapter VII 
Mercantite CuCture 
Mercantile Culture 
The role of common religion was very important in the lives of 
merchant communities of Gujarat during 16^ -^18* centuries. However, neither 
Hindu nor Muslim merchants represented homogenous entities. Jains and 
Hindus have not much in common. 
It is a well known fact that a large majority of merchants in the if and 
the 18"' century Gujarat belonged to the Vaishya lineage. Three groups were 
important among those who could be identified with the Vaishya subdivision: 
the Vaishnav Baniyas, the Jains and Bhatias. Of these, perhaps only the 
Vaishnava Baniya could claim a direct lineage from the original Vaishya stock. 
The Jains technically did not belong to any caste or even to the Hindu fold. A 
large majority of the Gujarati Jains were Oswals who claimed a Kshatriya 
origin. The forefathers of some of the most prominent among them had 
migrated from the Marwar region of Rajasthan in the past, but the alter 
generations adopted Gujarati as the mother tongue and assimilated various 
traits of the Gujarati culture.' The Bhatias, like the Jains, claimed to belong to 
the Kshatriya subdivision. Having settled down in the Kutch-Kathiawar region 
of Gujarat in the 14* century, they embraced Vaishnavism two centuries later 
and adopted many of the Vaishnava traits, such as abstinence from meat eating. 
Whatever the origin of the Jains and the Bhatias, in popular parlance. They 
were associated with the Vaishya stock no less than the Vaishnava Baniyas? 
Among the non-Hindu groups the most important were the muslims and later 
1. Dwijendra Tripathi, The Dynamics of a Tradition: Kasturbhai Lalbhai and His Entrepreneurship, 
Delhi, 1981, pp. 9-39. 
2 . Dwijendra Tripathi and M.J. Mehta, 'Class character of the Gujrati Business Community' in 
Business Communities of India, ed. Dwijendra Tripathi, Delhi, 1984, pp. 155-156. 
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the Parsis. The same diversity is perceptible "among Muslim merchants, 
between the religious practices and social institutions of the Shia merchants, 
both Khoja and Bohra, and those of Sunni merchants there was also a wide gap. 
Even among Sunnis, Memons clearly differentiated themselves from other 
groups. None of the categories whether Hindu or Muslims constituted a 
cohesive cultural group. The Bhatias were distinctly different in habits and 
mores of behviours from the Vaishnava Baniyas inspite of their adherence to a 
common religion. The foreign travel was a taboo among the Vaishnava baniays 
which certainly was not the case with Bhatias. Perhaps because of this the 
Bhatias found it easier to develop trade links not only with far-off regions in 
India but also with the ports of Muscat and Arabia. In fact a large number of 
them settled down in these flourishing ports.'* The cultural traits of the Jains 
and Vaishnava baniyas also differed in many respects, and for a long time, 
these two groups looked at each other with suspicion and even hostility. The 
Muslims were divided among the Khojas, Bohras, Memon etc. who formed a 
separate socio-cultural groups of their own.^  The only common thing to all 
these categories of merchants was that they spoke a common language and 
belonged to a common geographical region.^ The cultural tries were strong, so 
the merchants preferred to promote social linkages to further his business 
interest rather than occupational linkages. A merchant belonging to particular 
3 . Claude Markovits, The Global World of Indian Merchants. 1750-1947, Cambridge, 2000, pp. 
26-27. 
4 . Government of Bombay, Gazetteer of the Bombay Presidency: Gujarat Population, Hindus lX-1, 
Bombay, 1901; James MaCmurdo, 'An Account of the Province of Cutch and of the countries 
lying between Gujarat and River Indus with cursory Remarks on the Inhabitants, their History, 
Manners and State of the Society', Transactions of the Literary Society of Bombay, I, London, 
1820. 
5 . Dwijendra Tripathi and Makrand Mehta, 'The Nagarsheth of Ahmadabad: History of an Urban 
Institution in a Gujarat City', in PIHC, Hyderabad, 1978, pp. 48-96. 
6 . For details see, Muslim Communities ofGuajrat. 
7 . Dwijendra Tripathi and Makrand Mehta, 'Class Character of Gujarati Businessman'. 
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socio-cultural background had, by and large much closer business connections 
with one another than with their counterparts whose socio-cultural backgrounds 
were different. 
The mercantile community of Gujarat had shown considerable tenacity 
and solidarity to meet a common threat. In 1669, as a resuh of oppressive 
policy of a Quazi, the nephew of Tulsidas Parekh, a well known broker of 
Vaishnava baniya stock, converted to Islam. In protest, the Hindu merchants 
gave a call for a general strike. Responding to this appeal, about 8000 persons 
migrated en masse to the neighbouring town of Broach. The effect of this 
action on the business life of Surat can best be stated in the words of Gerald 
Aungier, the President of the English factory in the city, "Ever since the flight 
of the Banians, the trade of Surat hath suffered great obstruction and it's the 
opinion of many wise men that it will prove of fatal consequences to the utter 
ruin of all... The people in Surat suffered great want, for the Banians having 
found themselves under severe penahies not to open their shops without order 
from their Mahager, or general council, there was not any provisions to be gott, 
the Tanksali (mint) and custom house shut, no money to be procured so much 
for house expenses much less for trade, which was wholly at a stand and so it 
will continue at a stand and so it will continue till their return".^ The Baniyas 
who reacted sharply to Aurangzeb's policy comprised of different castes. So 
the various socio-cultural groups transcending all barrier took part in a general 
strike called by the Surat merchants. This is further attested by a servant of the 
English East India Company three years later.^ 
8 . EFI, 1668-69, p. 192. 
9 . Henry Yule, ed., The Diary of William Hedoes, London, 1888, II, p. 304. 
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The Baniya merchants of Surat and Diu were very strict in their 
observance of ritual and caste rules. The greedy Portuguese captains of Diu 
might throw wealthy Baniya merchants in prison to extort money from them 
and they would not eat anything unless they had cooked themselves."^ 
The Baniya merchants lived with frugality. They were the richest 
persons in Gujarat. Schreuder, a Dutch factor wrote, "One would not judge 
from their appearance that they possess several tons of treasure. They can 
marvelously manage as if they were needy, and somebody who is not 
accustomed to their manners could not guess them to be merchants who would 
venture anything"." The life style of one of the richest merchants of the 
Mughal empire, Virji Vohra, a Jain has been described as modest and simple 
by a German traveller. The saving was very crucial for the continuance of 
trading activities. So Ovington says, "They [Baniya] are mainly addicted to 
prosecute their temporal interest and the amazing of treasures; and therefore 
will fly at the securing of a piece, though they can command whole lakhs of 
rupees. I know those among them computed to be worth an hundred thousand 
pounds.... For they are always upon the thoughts of increasing their wealth".'^ 
The most popular form of savings was ornaments which served as the indicator 
of status symbol and could be used in hour of need. There are many references 
showing that the Baniyas used to borrow money by mortgaging their ornaments 
of gold and silver to the money lender.''' The great care was taken to save 
money as this was inherent in the Baniya character. Roques wrote, "when by 
10. Arabian Seas, ^.\%S. 
11 . ARA, HRB 838, Memoir of Schreuder, f. 54. 
12 . Reis nach den Molukken, p. 31. 
13 . Ovington, p. 123. 
14. B.L. Bhadani, 'Money-lending and Exchange in the 17th and 18th century Marwar', PIHC, 
1977, pp. 272-75. 
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dint of work of intrigue they would have saved upto one roupie.... They would 
bury it, and would never bring it out, for whatever need it might be, and would 
rather die than touch it".'^ Baniyas made profits under all circumstances. In 
1633, when the entire populace of Sarang, a small town near Broach shifted 
owing to severe famine, the Baniyas stayed there to sell grain to tarvellers.'^ 
The values of thrift was put on the back seat when marriage ceremony 
in the family was involved. The occasion incurred great expenditure sometimes 
causing economic disaster.'' It is fiirther noted that the pomp and show at 
marriage celebrations of merchant communities indicated the social status and 
creditworthiness of a merchant. The wedding of merchants at Surat were thus 
huge celebrations in which the entire town was involved. Sometimes there were 
even casualities among the masses of spectators, for generous distribution of 
alms often followed this revelry. Merchants appear to have heavily indebted 
themselves to pay for such lavish occasions.'^ The Baniyas (Hindu and Jain) 
are said to have great respect for their religious beliefs and rituals.' They have 
done many deeds of charity and benevolence. Many hospitals for animals were 
opened by the Baniyas in Ahmadabad.^ *' The business community trained their 
children to be a successful businessman right from their childhood. Hendrik 
Adriaan Van Rheede, the Dutch Commissioner wrote in Hugly which is 
universally valid, 
15 . Indrani Ray, p. 85. 
16 . Travels of Peter Mundy in Europe and Asia, 1608-67, II, p. 271. 
17 . Indrani Ray, p. 84. 
18 . K. Van Dey Veen, Huwelijk en hierarchic bij de Anavil Brahmnen Van Zuidelijk Gujarat', p. 
137. 
19 . Cf. 'Palak Dariyau-ri bat, pp. 203-4, also set Ardhakathamk, pp. 7-10. 
20 . Tavernier I, pp. 63-64. 
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"The merchants ... are exceptionally quick and experienced. When they 
are still very young and in the laps of their parents and hardly able to walk, 
they already begin to be trained as merchants. They are made to pretend to 
engage in trade while playing, first buying Cauris, followed by silver and gold. 
In this training as money changers, they acquire the capability of engaging in 
large scale trade. They are always sober, modest, thrifty, and cunning in 
identifying the source of their profit, which they are always at pains to 
maximize. They have an exceptional capacity of discovering the humour of 
those who are in a position to help or hurt them. They flatter those they know 
they need to be in the good books of In case of loss, then console themselves 
easily and can hide their sorrow wonderfully... In general, they are a people 
with whom one could get along well so long as one is on one's guard". 
The Baniyas had typical notion of education which had absolutely 
practical value. They had always avoided serious academic pursuits. 
Banarsidas was a Jain merchant in Jaunpur, who was advised by his seniors 
which is true for all Baniya communities, "Pay attention to what the old and ten 
experienced have to say... Give up your foolish pursuit of learning. Too much 
learning is for Brahman (baman) and Bhat (bard). The son of baniya should sit 
at the shop (hat). Those who are too studious have to beg (bahut padhai so 
mangai bhik). Remember son this saying of the elders. The expertise m 
accountancy of Baniyas had been noted by Tavemier as, "they accustom their 
children at an early age to shun slothfulness, and instead of letting them go into 
21 . Instructions by Commissioner Van Rheede to the Dutch factors at Hugli, 21.2.1687, Algemeen 
Rijks-arcbief (AM), Verenigde Oostindische Compaignie (VOC) 1435, ff. 132V-133, 150V-
152V. 
22 . Banarsidas, Ardhakathanak, tr. Mukund Lath, p. 33. 
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the streets, teach them arithmetic which they learn perfectly, using neither pens 
nor counters, but the memory alone, so in a moment they will do a sum 
however difficult it may be. They are always with their fathers who instruct 
them in trade, and do nothing without at the same time explaining it to them"?^ 
The French traveler Roques had perceived the educational training of the 
Baniyas in the same way, "They work hard at arithmetic and are very good at 
calculation. It is their only patrimony from home, for the father gives nothing 
to his son...^ "* Ovington had almost the same observation, "the Bannian, by the 
strength of his brain only, will sum up his accounts with equal exactness, and 
quicker dispatch, than the readiest arithmetician can with his pen".^^ 
There was no religious consideration but only profit motive guided the 
business communities of the period. There was no difference among religious 
groups in this approach to business. In matter of business, men of all religious 
persuasions worked in close co-operation. Ezechiel Rahabi had partnership 
with Callaga Prabhu for several years. Ezechiel was a Jew and Prabhu was a 
Brahmin. Similarly the Hindu merchants of Gujarat and Sind would employ 
Muslim supercargoes to take care of their vessels and their trade. The vessels 
themselves would occasionally bear curious Hindu Muslim names, e.g. 
Lakshmi Pasha.^'' We have a reference in the papers of the Cairo Geniza of a 
leading Jewish merchant of eleventh century Aden who traded extensively with 
Hindus and Muslims and in his correspondence referred to them as brothers 
TO 
and friends. 
23 . Tavemier, II, pp. 143-44. 
24 . Indrani Ray, pp. 82-84. 
25 . Ovington, p. 124. 
2. 26 . The Dutch, 'Passport Books of Cochin' preserved at (Madras Record Office), Specially 
Serial, 489. 
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The Armenian had partnership with Parsis and Bohras in Surat. The 
richest Armenian merchant Khoja Phanus who traded on Surat-Bengal route, in 
the Middle East and the Near East, had collaboration with the Parsi and the 
Bohra merchants either as trading partner or broker.^^ That such co-operation 
among the communities in matters of trade existed throughout the medieval 
period/ The Baniyas from Kathiawar in Gujarat were settled at the ports of 
Aden, Mocha and others/' At Gambroon (Bandar Abbas) and in a number of 
towns in Iran such as Shiraz, Kirman, Kashan, Isfahan, Tabriz and Ardabil, the 
Gujarati Baniyas had their own quarters in the market.'^ ^ These Baniyas were 
employed by the Dutch and the Iranian merchants as their trusted brokers and 
bankers/^ It is not possible to agree with K.N. Chaudhuri's assertion that "it 
was unusual for a Hindu merchant to conduct business with a muslim".^ '* The 
contemporary Persian sources shed light on this aspect of joint Hindu-Muslim 
trade which is contrary to K.N. Chaudhuri's description of business of the 
period. The Hindu and Muslim merchants of Surat not only did business with 
each other, but jointly owned cargo as well as the cargo loading boats. Inl643, 
the imperial ship Ganjawar was being loaded to sail for Jeddah; it carried the 
cargo of both Hindu and Muslim merchants: 
Dastakto Upari [officr] of Ganjawar, 1643 
29 . Ms. Indien Gujarati, 979. 
30 . The World of the Indian Ocean Merchant, pp. 102-09. 
3. 31 . Ashisn Das Gupta, Gujarati Merchants and the Red Sea Trade, 1700-1725, The Age of 
Partnership, ed. B.B. Kling and M.N. Pearson, Honolulu, 1979, pp. 123-158. 
32 . Ronald Ferrier in the Cambridge History of Iran, Vol. 6, pp. 469-70. 
4. 33 . Vat Persiano 33, Vatican Library, (Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana), Rome; Cf. Shireen 
Moosvi, Indian Brokers, The Dutch Company and Monetary Crisis in Iran in the 1680'. 
34 . The Trading World of Asia and the English East India Company, p. 78. 
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"One Jaliha of Abdul Wahab and Manikji according to the regulation of 
Malikha(?) has been dispatched for (loading) abroad and the auspicious ship. 
Let it be accepted (and loaded). Dated 24 ziqad, 1052 [=13 Feb. 1643] Dastak 
to Upari [officer] of the ship Ganjawar, 1643. 
"One tauri with cargo belonging to Hari Dar, Donki, Haniya, Dabash 
Aziz Beg and Mulla Jalal has been loaded and dispatched. It should be checked 
with record and loaded abroad the ship. 
DatedZ///2/y, 1052, R.Y.I 6 
[= March 1964]" 
Surat exhibited a still more striking instance of merchant collaboration. 
In December 1722, Ahmad Challeby, Abdur Rahman and other merchants laid 
a charter of demands before Momin Khan the mutasaddi of Surat on behalf of 
"the mahajans [Hindu bankers] and the people of the port of Surat". In July 
1726, "Mulla Muhammad, and Ahmad Challeby and other merchants" of surat 
joined hands together to represent the grievances of "cloth merchants and 
biyuparis" among others, this time to the Castellan of Surat. When the nephew 
of the Castellan gave a reception to leading merchants to confirm a 
reconciliation. The list of guests to be invited was consisted of nine muslims 
and five Hindus and many of them were not named. 
There was much social mixing between officials and merchants. Feasts, 
presents and house visits were a common practice. Many of the merchants are 
said to have maintained armed retainers.^^ Ahmad Challeby had maintained 
35 . Itimad All Khan, Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 235-37a, 423a-425a, 427a-b. 
36 . Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Crisis at Surat, 1730-32', p. 148^62. 
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about two thousand Arab and Turk armed rtainers.^^ MuUa Muhammad Ali 
also maintained a strong contingent of armed retainers at Athwa.^ ^ 
Itimad Ali Khan also gives a vivid description in his diary of the gardens 
of MuUa Muhammad Ali and Ahmad Challeby where meetings were held and 
feasts were arranged. Almost every outgoing and new Mutasaddi was 
entertained by the merchants.^^ Ahmad Challeby owned a garden near the port 
of Jangi on the bank of river Tapti."**^  
It is interesting to note that inspite of the strict adherence to their faith, 
the Baniya group was capable to appropriate the socio-legal tradition from their 
surroundings. Thus we find the Muslim practice of marriage dower {mahr) 
being followed by Hindu merchants who started offering it to their wives.'*' A 
non-Muslim Gujarati wife for example appears to be entitled for {mahr) dower, 
that is the right of a wife to a predetermined sum (in cash or kind) payable to 
her by her husband. In one of the documents a woman, Phulan, is said to have 
acquired a share in the ownership of a house from her husband as (mahr).^'^ 
Another document {bainama-cum-hibanama) [dated 11 February 1686] is more 
explicit when it records that a Baniya {baqqaJ) purchased a residential building 
for Rs. 701/- alamgiri, "for the payment of mahr" of his wife and delivered the 
same to her alongwith gold and silver jewellery, utensils etc. in satisfaction of 
mahr claim."*" Was this mahr just a voluntary gift from the husband, or a case 
37 . Mirat-i Ahmadi, \\, p. 176. 
38 . Ibid., p. 109, Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 381b. 
39 . Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 192b, 258b, 259a, 287a. 
40 . Ibid. ff. 287,427; Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, p. 176. 
41 . See chapter on Merchants and Property; Ali Nadeem Rezavi, 'Civil law and justice in Mughal 
Gujarat', PIHC, 1993; Shireen Moosvi, 'Travails of a Mercantile community', PIHC, Delhi, 
1992, pp. 400-9, 
42. NAl 2695/26. 
43 . NAl 2695/8. 
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of Muslim influence on Gujarati non-Muslim communities? The daughter also 
received share in the property of her deceased father could be seen in these 
documents/"* As a wife she inherited property from the husband alongwith his 
sons and daughters/^ 
It has been established without doubt that the merchants of 17 -18 
centuries India were not prevented by their social or religious customs from 
carrying out their duties as merchants. 
I have argued that the religious and cultural life of merchants did not 
impede profit accumulation. On the contrary, I have argued that the cultural 
activities of the Gujarati merchants served to facilitate the expansion of 
merchant capital, as well. We must bear in mind that the merchants of Mughal 
Gujarat were rational individuals, just as rational as the modem man. Matters 
of faith/religion did not in any way prevent the merchants from making rational 
calculations. 
44 . NAI2695/33, see also Chapter on Merchant and Property. 
45. NAI 2695/16. 
Chapter VIII 
Miigfiafadministration and 
Merc/iants 
Mughal Administration and Merchants 
The relations between the Mughal officials and the merchants have 
indeed been a matter of much interest among historians in recent years. The 
nature of commercial interest of the ruling elite and port officers, the extent of 
influence of merchants over state policies and administration and the measure 
of control over the fiscal taxation are some of the important aspects to be 
examined. 
The Mughal state was aware of the interest of the indigenous 
merchants vis-a-vis the foreign merchants. So a conscerted effort was made to 
promote the trading interest of the local merchants. This could be seen how 
the local merchants of Gujarat were already affected by the English intrusion 
in the south east Asian trade during the early part of the 17'*' century which 
considerably reduced their trade in the region. The same kind of venture was 
repeated by the English so far as the Red Sea trade was concerned specially of 
Mokha and Aden. As a matter of fact it was the official policy of the English 
to participate in inter-regional trade. Sir Thomas Roe, who was the 
spokesman of this policy had the view that, "Our establishment in this country 
will no longer continue to remain firm-unless we have some other means 
either by trade or freight into the Red Sea to bear it out."' 
This inter-Asian trade was a serious threat to the interests of Surat 
merchants and they petitioned to prince Khurram to this effect. He issued a 
nishan on 13 December 1619^ in response to the request of merchants of 
1 Letters Received, VI, p, 176. 
2 See Appendix - A at the end of the Chapter. 
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Surat. The prince categorically prohibited the English to trade in the Red Sea. 
The nishan further prohibits them to bring coral to India from the Red Sea 
which was in great demand in the Indian market. Surat merchants exerted 
influence over the Mughal administrative policy, when the emperor in 1619 
discouraged the English to buy textiles for the Red Sea market which could 
jeopardize the interests of the local merchants. The English participation in 
the Red Sea trade adversely affected the commercial interests of the nobility.^ 
The local administration took care of merchants in facilitating their 
trade and attracting them to their port. Aparwana^ to this effect was issued by 
Hakim Masih-uz-Zaman, mutasaddi of Surat in 1636 in favour of 'the 
respectable men and merchants of Bandar Abass (Gombroon) and all other 
ports and cities.' The merchants including the Dutch and English are shifting 
their trade to Cambay because of the assurance of better deal. The parwana 
asks the merchants to come back at Surat and assures better facilities and 
concessions in taxation. There would be more security and wards {thana) on 
the routes for the safety of merchants.^ 
So the local officials were putting their best efforts to adopt a 
mercantile friendly policies which would served the interests of the merchants 
in a better way. 
Let us examine the administrative apparatus through which the 
mercantile policies were run and executed. The mutasaddi was the chief 
official at the port who was directly appointed by the imperial court. One of 
3 Cambridge Economic History of India, I, p. 190. 
4 See Appendix - B 
5 See Appendix - B 
6 Mirat Supplement, pp. 194, 222. „ ^ J|, 
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the qualifications of a person to be appointed as mutasaddi was that he should 
have a sound knowledge of judging the qualities of horses and jewels.' We 
are told by Lahori that one, "Ali Akbar who was a merchant from Isfahan, and 
came to Hindustan, stayed at Cambay and conducted his business from there, 
was appointed mutasaddi of Surat and Cambay"^ His jurisdiction included 
the realization of custom from port and overland; and the safety of port from 
the sea and land. The mutasaddi of one of the major ports looked after the 
administration of adjoining ports as well. The mutasaddi of Surat had usually 
enjoyed the additional charge of the ports of Cambay, Broach, Gandhar and 
Gogha." He was responsible for the purchase of horses and rarieties for the 
Emperor.'^ He used to be caretaker of imperial treasury in the town 
concerned." 
The merchants were appointed in the Mughal administration to run it 
more effectively. Mirza Ishaq Beg was the mutasaddi of Surat in 1616 and 
1') 
was an influential merchant. Mirza Ali Akbar Isfahani who was the 
mutasaddi of Surat and Cambay in 1646-41 was also a substantial merchant 
whose area of operations included these two places. The Mughal chronicler 
records, ''Ali Akbar as he is a merchant and possesses the required knowledge 
of judging jewels and horses and deeming that he would be able to administer 
the ports efficiently, was granted a robe of honour and mansab of five 
7 Mirat, I, p. 222. 
8 Badshahmma, I, pt. I, p. 607. 
9 Letters Received, I, pp. 23-4, 26, 33, 138-40, 175-76; Ibid. II, pp. 96, 138, 149, 150, 171. 
10 Akhbarat, document no. 2533, dated 19th Safar, 28th regnal year of Aurangzeb; 
Badshahnama, II, p. 607; Mirat, I, p. 222. 
11 Mirat, I, pp. 225-230. 
12 Letter Received, IV, pp.202,347-49, Pieter Van Deu Broceke, p. 213, EFI1618-21, pp. 147, 
150,281,320. 
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hundred, three hundred sawar and sent to administrator the ports of Surat and 
Cambay. Ali Akbar was a big merchant and had contacts with the foreign 
trading companies as well. The English factor writes about him, "The 
Governor Mirza Alieckbar, an ancient and very good friend to our nation 
whilst hee continued a merchant, but since changed both in quality and 
condition, become as very villain to all in general as wever officiated that 
charge..." Mirza Arab, again an influential and substantial merchant was 
appointed the mutasaddi of Surat in 1649-52.'^His official rank is not known. 
He was again appointed mutasaddi of Surat and Cambay in 1629 and 
continued till 1636'^ in the first round. His deputy worked for him at 
Cambay. Muizul Mulk was again appointed as mutasaddi from January 
1648 to November 1649 of Surat.'^He had a dispute with the Dutch and was 
ultimately lost his job.'^ 
A very interesting fact has come to light from the Persian records. Two 
brothers Mir Sharfliddin Husain and Mir Hashim were asked to administer the 
port of Surat jointly from 1642 to 1645 in place of Mirza Jam Quli Beg, They 
administered the port on behalf of the imperial authority and was not assigned 
the port on farm (ijara). The farman described the appointees as they 
resembled each other so much and were so close to each other that they were 
well as "one person".^' 
13 Badshahnama, I, pt. I, p. 607; also see Mirat, I, p. 222. 
14 EFI1640-50, p. \96. 
15 Mirat, I, p. 225; EFI 1646-50, p. 319; EFI 1651-55, p. 140. 
16 EFI 1624-29, p. 335; EFI 1634-36, p. XV; Mirat,l, p. 208. 
17 EFI 1624-29, p. 99. 
18 EFI 1646-50, pp. 206, 319; Mirat, I, p. 225, 
19 EFI 1646-50, pp. 2S6-S1. 
20 Ms Blochet, 482, BN,f./49(a) 
21 Ms Blochet, 482, BN, f.49(a), also see Farhat Hasan, "The Mutasaddi of Surat - Evidence of 
Persian Records of the 17th Century", Paper presented at the Indian History' Congress, 1992-
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The Mughals began farming of revenues due to continuous loss of 
custom revenues under the direct management. It was farmed out to the 
highest bidder. The farmer of the revenue was only concerned with the 
custom dues and was not suppose to interfere in the general administration of 
the port unless he was asked otherwise. Jagdish Das was farmed out the 
revenues of city of Surat under revenues from sources other than land revenue 
(Sair Jihai) i.e. town and market dues in 1595.^ ^We have evidence to show 
that it was not the revenue alone but the offices were also farmed out during 
our period. A farmer (ijaradar) was entitled to realize land revenue as well 
as revenues which fell under the category of Sair Jihat. 
The mutasaddi of important port like Surat happened to be man of 
great authority and influence. So it was a coveted post which every body 
wished to acquire. There was ample opportunity to misuse the authority. But 
yet there was some imperial restraint. In 1672, Ghayasuddin Khan the 
mutasaddi was dismissed on the request of the merchants of Surat by 
-Iff 
Muhammad Amin Khan, the Subahdar. The corrupt practices indulged in by 
the son of a mutasaddi, Inayat Khan is recorded by a Dutch in Surat in 1663, 
"The merchants have suffered many affronts from the new governor's son, 
who had been made head of the custom house and arrogated to himself so 
much authority that one would have thought that he was in his father's 
place."^^ The Dutch and the English jointly made complaints to the mutasaddi 
who felt sorry and promised better deal in future. There are cases whereby if 
22 EFl 1637-41, p. \23. 
23 Ms Blochet482,BN,ff, 132a-132b. 
24 Mirat, I, p. 210; EFI 1634-36, p. 189. 
25 EFl 1670-78, pp. 283-4. 
26 EFl 1661-64, p. 206. 
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the mutasaddi is not running tlie port efficiently and failed in maintaining its 
safety and defence then the Subahdar of Ahmadabad was suppose to 
administer it himself The mutasaddi of Surat was ordered by Shaista Khan, 
the then subehdar (governor) of Ahmadabad, that Tavemier, the French 
traveler should be released from illegal detention, "either to allow him 
(Tavemier) to depart, or otherwise he would have to resign."'^ ^ 
The official responsible for the realization of customs at the port was 
Shahbandar (harbour master). This job was assigned to him and who acted 
as the deputy of the mutasaddi^'^ He was a high officials so far as the custom 
house is concerned. In the European sources he is described as darogha of the 
custom house and 'Customer'. The Shahbandar generally happened to be 
the family member of relative of the mutasaddi, if otherwise then his office 
was often farmed out to the highest bidder. In one case it was farmed out to 
Haji Muhammad Zahid Beg, who was the Shahbandar between 1629 and 
1669 was a substantial merchant. He was a shipping magnate whose ships 
plied between Surat and Cambay, and upto the ports in West Asia.^ ^ 
The main function of this office was the assessment and collection of 
customs on the import and export of goods and bullion. And in this the Nagar 
Brahmans who happened to be bilingual assisted them. They maintained a 
daily account book of the goods and merchants coming to the customhouse, in 
27 Mrar, I,p.353. 
28 Tavemier, I, p. 409. 
29 Bahar-i-Ajam, II, p. \52. 
30 Mirat (Suppl.), pp. 194, 222; Hawkins in Early Travels, pp. 71-72; Letters Received, I, p. 150, 
Letters Received, V, pp. 193,210-1,220,253; EFI1646-50, p. 120; EFI1656-60, p. 81. 
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a register, in both Persian and Gujarati.''^  Tiiese officials could also be 
engaged in searching and checking goods, and at times their help could be 
sought for valuation of goods and assessment of customs. 
The port administration was beset with corruption and 
maladministration. The most common practice was of enhanced valuation and 
assessment of merchant goods passing through the custom house. A dastak 
issued by Dayanat Khan in March 1702, informs us that Muhammad Fazil son 
of Haji Hamid, merchant of the port of Surat, through a petition brought it to 
the notice of imperial court that the "clerks {mutasaddis) of the customhouse 
of the port of Surat....assess the price of goods and articles above the prices 
currenf'.^^The practice of overvaluing the goods in the customhouse was very 
common at Surat. Reporting this the English factors wrote, "here the 
Governor's will is a law; so that hee setts what prices hee pleaseth on 
commodities, that thereby it cometh to pass that, while you think you pay but 
3 Vi per cent, you customs stands you in twice as much, for the goods are 
often-times rated at double the price they cost, as was that indigo I bought in 
Agra, which costing 61 rupees, because (he said) it was worth so much in 
Persia."^^ 
Over valuation was a wide spread corruption at the Mughal ports, so to 
rectify this abuse, the Dutch represented at Shahjahan's court. The emperor 
issued afarman in 1642, to fix the prices of goods for assessing the custom 
33 State and Locality in Mughal India, p. 38. 
34 Thevenot, p. 3. 
35 Letters Received, III, p. 5; Letters Received W, pp. 78-81; £F/1618-21, pp. 110, 187-88. 
36 Surat Documents, AMU, No.2. 
37 EFIl634-36, p. 224. 
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dues. As per the far man goods bought at Akbarabad (Agra) were to be 
determined after raising the cost price by 'the twelfth' (20%) and those 
purchased at Ahmadaabad 'ten-half (5%). The assessment on merchandise 
bought at Surat, Baroda and other places 'in the vicinity of Surat' was to be at 
their cost price stated in the account books (bihckik)?^ Though the farman 
was issued to the Dutch but was applicable to all merchants. Apart fi-om 
overvaluation, the merchants also complained that "the custom official 
(mutasaddiyan-i-farza) at Surat while valuing the goods estimate the value in 
Ibrahimi and in rials but take the custom in rupees and do not charge the 
QMSiom.{ushr) as share in kind of each species of coins." 
The other tactics to realize unsanctioned money and forcing the 
merchants to sell their goods at the depressed prices by delaying the clearance 
of these goods at the customhouse by the mutasaddi and Shahbandar!^ It 
seems that the actual amount realized as custom dues was far more in excess 
than the required amount. The corruption was rampant at the ports. Fryer 
writes, "till a right understanding be created betwixt the Shawbunder and 
them (the merchants) which commonly follows when the fist is 
mollified."'*'The prevalent corruption is also suffered by the English factors 
which they recorded at Surat in 1621, "It is evident that the goods for England 
& c./ cannot be cleared from the customhouse without bribes, it is resolved 
the value of Mahmudis 600 in cloth should be given to the Customer, 
38 See M. Jawaid Akhtar, "Shah Jahan's Farmans to the Dutch", PIHC, Goa, 1987, pp. 251-60. 
For similar/armam issued to the English, see Farhat Hasan, "The Mughal Fiscal System in 
Surat and the English East India Company, in Modern Asian Studies,, 27,4,1993, p. 715. 
39 Surat Documents, AMU, No.2. 
40 Letters Received, IV, p. 79; EF[ 1618-21, p. 319; EFI1655-60, pp. 312-13. 
4! Fryer, I, pp. 247-48. 
154 
Mahmudis300 in like commodities to the Cheeffa Scrivan (writer), and 
Mahmudis 200 in money amongst writers and other officers""*^ 
No discussion on local administration could be complete without 
describing the Kotwal. His main job was to maintain law and order in the 
town and provide security to its inhabitants. The European travelers have 
described him as 'city magistrate', and 'criminal judge'/ The graphic 
description of Kotwal is provided by Fryer, "The next in the Executive power 
is the catwal, the governor of the Night or nearer our constitution, the sheriff 
of the city: For after the keys are carried to the Governor, it is the catwal 
business with a guard of near two hundred men, to scower the streets and 
Brothels of Idle companions; to take an account all people late out, to 
discover Fires and Horse breakers, and to carry all lewd persons to Prison 
which is solely committed to his carge, so that al Night long he is heard by his 
Drums and Trumpets, shouting and hallowing of his crew in their 
Perambulation through all parts of the city; with Lights and Flam beans, with 
some of his companions in coaches or Palankeens. Moreover he seized all 
Debtors and secures them, and has the care of punishing and executing all 
offenders".'*'*The Kotwal used to realize a 'protection cess' from the residents 
and shopkeepers and these cesses were known as rusum Kotwali.^^ He also 
realized money from criminal and law breakers as fines or Jurmana. The 
other taxes he collected were yahadari(Toad tolls), tarazu kashi (a tax on 
42 EFI1618-21, pp. 317-18; also see EFl 1630-33, p. 326. 
43 Peisaert, p. 57; Maurique, I, p. 418. 
44 John Fryer, A New Account of East India, Persia: Being Nine years' Travel, 1672-1681, ed. 
W. Crooke, reprint, Delhi, 1985, p. 98. 
45 State and Locality in Mughal India, p. 39. 
46 Ibid 
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stamping weights and measures) and chhati (a cess per cart load)"'*^ The tax 
collected at the chabutra-i-Kotwali constituted separate fiscal unit in Surat 
and Cambay which was called, Mahal-i Chabutra-i-kotwali.''^ 
The establishment of monopoly in certain products lead to huge 
earnings. In Gujarat in 1655, an imperial monopoly was established in 
Saltpetre trade."*^  The monopoly was a sort of indirect taxation,^° 
This is important to discuss the tax structure and fiscal policy and how 
it affected the commercial policy of the Mughals. Once the custom charges 
are paid at the port, no other taxes are suppose to be levied on the same goods. 
The rate for the custom dues was 2.5% on all merchandise imported and 
exported except bullion which paid only 2%. William Finch reported from 
Surat in 1608 that the custom dues was realized at the rate of "two and half 
for goods, three for victuals, and two for money."^' The rate of custom dues 
was raised to 3.5% by the close of first decade of 17* century. Thomas Best 
writing in 1612 at Surat says, "all English commodities shall pay custom, 
according to the value or price that it breath at the time that it is put into the 
customhouse, after the rate of three and half of the hundred". 
We have instances where important and influenfial merchants were 
exempted from custom dues payment partially or substantially. The amount of 
this remission differed from merchant to merchant according to his potential. 
Apanvana issued in 45"^  regnal year of Aurangzeb's reign (i.e. 5 May 1702). 
47 Ibid. 
48 Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 94(a), Cf State and Locality in Mughal India, p. 39. 
49 EFI1651-55, pp. 299-300, 304. 
50 Cambridge Economic History of India, Vol. I, p. 186. 
51 Finch in Early Travels, p. 134; Purchase IV, p. 28. 
52 Purchas, p. 126. 
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This document allowed the remission of Rs. 50,000 to Shaikh Muhammad 
Fazil, the Chief merchants {umdat-ut-tujjar) of Surat. It fiirther says that this 
exemption was conferred on him because his father Shaikh Hamid had also 
enjoyed during his life time. In another dastak issued in March 1702 by 
Dayanat Khan Alamgiri declares that Muhammad Fazil, son of Haji Hamid 
requested for remission on goods worth 1 lakh of rupees as per norms the 
exemption granted to Mulla Abdul Ghafur. Remission was granted but only 
for goods worth Rs. 50,000 which his father had been enjoying from earlier 
54 
times. 
Custom duties were on the whole moderate varying from 2.5 to 5%. 
The European companies were generally paying less. The levying of 
additional taxes was within the governor's powers.^^ 
Zakat was a tax on sale or purchase of merchandise. In the big marts, 
frontier towns and ports, all goods sent out or in transit had to pay a duty of 
2.5 per cent ad valorem, Though in some places it was more, in others less. 
Aurangzeb raised the rate to 5% for Hindus and for Muslims it remained at 
2.5% in 1665.^ '^ Aurangzeb for a period of fifteen years (1667-82) exempted 
the Muslims from Zakat dues altogether.^^ Just after this regulation, the 
imperial treasury had to suffer huge loss due to the fact that the Hindu 
merchants were passing off their goods in name of their Muslim counterparts. 
53 Surat Documents, AMU, No.3. 
54 Ibid. No.2. 
55 Dagh Register 1640-1, p. 379. 
56 Cf Irfan Habib, The Agrarian System of Mughal India 1556-1707, Second revised edition, 
Delhi, 1999, p. 73. 
57 Mirat, I, pp. 258-9 
58 Ibid. pp. 265-6; EFI 1665-67, p. 266. 
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So the dwindling imperial treasury forced the withdrawal of this regulation of 
emperor Aurangzeb.^^ 
The other taxes realized were : haq-i-langar was the collection of 
anchor fee.^ I^t was realized by mahal jahazat which kept the record of arrival 
and departure of the ships at the ports. It was a tax on the ship. We do not find 
the magnitude of haq-i-langar in the Persian sources, however in the English 
sources it is mentioned as '/2% '^The haq-i-langar being an illegal tax was not 
being sanctioned by the imperial court, that is why orders were issued at times 
to stop its realization but were ineffective. Naul was a tax on the 
merchandise of the ship. I had imperial sanction. Rahdari was road toll and 
was, perhaps, more burden some category comprised the various tolls and 
cesses - generally called rahdari which were exacted by the various 
authorities controlling the routes. These were apparently proportionate to the 
value of goods carried.^ '* It is almost certain that with the relaxation of central 
authority towards the close of the I?''^  century and beginning of the 18 
century, the incidence of these cesses rose enormously.^^ These cesses were 
such a great menace that the Dutch represented at the Mughal court. Afarman 
was issued to the Dutch in. It ordered the officials not to realize anything in 
name of rahdari and chowkidari.^^ Cart duty was imposed on carts used by 
the merchants to transport their goods. The order for its exemption was not 
59 Mirat, I, pp. 298-9. 
60 BMAddl. 24039, ff. 7,11,17. 
61 EFI]670-77, p. \59. 
62 BM. Add!. 24039, ff. 7,11,17. 
63 Ms Blochet, 482, BN. Ff 36(b), 135(a), 183(a). 
64 Cf Agrarian System of Mughal India, p. 74. 
65 Ibid. 
66 See, 'Shah Jahan's Farmans to the Dutch', pp. 251-60. 
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effective as could be seen from English factors report, "have received a 
parwana from the Governor freeing them from all duties on carts, and C in as 
ample manner as from any his predecessors we have had it. '^' It was an illegal 
cess, because it had no imperial sanction. The rate of this duty was two rupees 
per cart.^ ^ 
There are instances of new taxes being imposed on residents alongwith 
the merchants to meet the emergency like situation. In 1744, in Surat the 
local authorities raised the custom duty by 1 per cent to meet the situation due 
to "the revenue falling short by the Expense incurred when Mackbol Alum 
(Maqbul Alam) Intended to invade the city.^ ^ In mid-1720s also a new tax 
biwarah was introduced to meet the imminent Maratha threat.''*^ The 
magnitude of this tax is not known. It was realized from the residents and 
merchants of towns of Gujarat as a protection fee to pay the soldiers. In 1730-
31, the sunni Bohra merchants rose up in arms against the imposition of 
biwarah. The revolt was of such magnitude that the governor had to send 
armed forces to suppress the rebellion. 
The crisis of the 18''' century that overtook the merchants of Surat, forced 
them to contemplate viable alternatives to maintain their ventures. The crisis 
assume a dual aspect; the collapse of Mughal political authority followed by 
recurrent Maratha raids in Gujarat and dislocation of Surat's traditional trade 
'with Western Indian Ocean; which worsened progressively over a period of 
67 EFI1646-50, p. 1\. 
68 Ibid., p. 5%. 
69 Surat Factory Diaries, 2 August 1744, MSA, Vol. 7, p. 1, Cf, State and Locality in Mughal 
India, p. 121. 
70 Mra?,II,pp. 136, 113. 
71 M/ra/, II, pp. 113-16. 
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five decades. Two major phases in the crisis may be demarcated, one 
extending between 1700 and 1730 and culminating in the great merchant 
rebellion of 1732 in Surat'^ and the other covering the years between 1732 
and 1759 culminating in the Castle Revolution of 1759^ '^  when the English 
succeeded effectively in intervening in city politics and assumed control of 
the city administration. The collapse of the Mughal political system in India 
had its inevitable repercussion on the administrative fabric in Surat, 
coinciding as it did with Maratha raids. The dislocation of the urban order 
followed naturally from the increasing weakness of the Mughal authorities 
after 1720s, when imperial dictates failed to command respect among the 
ruling aristocracy in Surat. The local elite felt free to compete for the 
influential posts of mutasaddi and qiladar, and in the tussle for power and 
profit, administration inevitably collapsed. The insatiable appetite of the ports 
administration had also to reckon with diminishing resources resulting from 
Maratha occupation in 1723 of twenty eight parganas whose revenues had 
been the main stay of the town's officials. Exploitation of the merchant 
community seemed to them to be the only solution left.^ '* A wave of 
extortions and compulsory contributions followed. Haider Quli Khan, the 
mutasaddi (1716-18), confiscated the property of Mulla Abdul Hai, an 
adopted son of Abdul Ghafur.''^  To check the Maratha inroads the officials 
had to maintain much larger contingents and hence had to bear an additional 
' - . Ashin Das Gupta, "The Crisis at Surat, 1730-32", in Bengal: Past and Present 86, Calcutta, 
1967. 
^ ,^ Lakshmi subramanian, "The Castle Revolution of 1759 and the Banias of Surat: Changing 
British Indian Relationships in Western India", in State and Business in India, ed. Dwijendra 
Tripathi, Delhi, 1987. 
74 . Ashin Das Gupta, "Trade and Politics in 18th Century India", in Islam and the Trade of Asia, 
ed. D.S. Richards, Oxford, 1970. 
75 . M.P. Singh, "Mulla Muhammad Ai, the merchant Prince of Surat', PIHC, 1977. 
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burden on their meager resources. No assistance came from the imperial 
court. On the other hand, the officers had to spend a large sum of money on 
presents to the court to continue their appointments.''^  
The annual Mughal subsidy to Mecca amounting to Rs. 1,00,000 had 
also to be arranged by the mutasaddi of Surat.''^  Further more, the sidis of 
Danda-Rajpuri annually received Rs. 1,00,000 from the Surat customs.'^ 
In this desperate situation the officials were compelled to increase their 
extortions from the merchants.^ ^ The response from the merchants to this 
development did not remain passive. On the contrary, in resisting these 
demands, they displayed an astonishing degree of unity and resorted to 
agitational measures. They observed a general cessation of business, 
threatened to leave the port and drew up their charter of demands. One 
round of the merchants' agitation took place on 27* January 1723. A 
large number of merchants and people of Surat headed by Ahmad 
Chellab, Abdul Rahman bin Muljim and others came out of the city and 
submitted a character of their demands (matalib) to Momin Khan, the 
then mutasaddi.^' Momin Khan finally agreed to their demands and the 
complainants went back to the city. 
Just after one year on I '^ January 1724 Surat again witnessed another 
agitation. This too occurred during the term of Momin Khan as 
76 . See Miratul Haqaiq, f. 430 b. 
77 . Ibid., I 355a. 
78 . Ibid., f 440a. 
19 . Miral-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 106, 163, 192-93. 
80. Miratul Haqaq, f. 235a. This is an unique case of mercantile resistance to the Mughal 
administration. 
8 1 . Ibid., {.235a. 
82. fbid 
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mutasaddi. The merchants alongwith Ahmad Chellabi, Abdul Rahman 
bin Mulzim and Laladmni (The English dallal or broker) as their leaders 
came out of their city and submitted another petition of their demands 
which besides repeating the demands earlier endorsed by the mutasaddi 
but had not been implemented, included a few more.^ ^ Momin Khan 
looked into the demands and tried to redress the grievances as best as he 
could.^ '* During the term of office of Suhrab Khan as mutasaddi a similar 
strike by merchants took place at Surat on 5* November 1725. The Surat 
merchants and the people headed by Mulla Muhammad Ali, Ahmad 
Chellaby Abdul Rahman, Qazi Hafiz Khan, Khwaja Niyamatullah 
muhtasib, Laldas and Laladmani etc., left the city, complaining of 
intolerable oppression by his officials (mutasaddiyan). They assembled at 
Lalbagh, ensured the total closure of trade and commerce in the city and 
presented a charter (arzi) of demands (matalib). The main grievances of 
which an immediate redressal was sought were as follows^ :^ 
"With regards to the affairs in the mint (daruizarb), 
in the court (adalat), an important Judgement, 
acceptable to both the parties, would be given. With 
regard to the superintendent of custom house 
(darogha-i farza), it was demanded that the 
previously agreed and approved practice be 
followed.With regard to the business in the custom-
house (farza) and Khuski mandi, the officials ('amla), 
hereafter be warned that the goods in the custom-
house and the articles desired by the government 
should be bought in accordance with the rules of 
purchase in the market. With regard to sending the 
footmen (piyada) in the bazaar (market), it was 
demanded that whosoever is sent to the market his 
83. /M,f.263a. ' 
84. Ibid. 
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name should be written down. Troopers and footmen 
be withdrawn from inside the city, of Surat. With 
regard to maintaining records in the custom house it 
was demanded, that the superintendent of the 
custom-house (darogha-i farza) be warned not to 
make aherations while making entries; and for 
issuing permits he should not take more than two 
alamgiri tankas (copper coins). With regard to 
elephants' teeth^ the kotwal be asked- to proclaim 
throughout the city, footmen should not molest 
anybody in the market and if anything is purchased 
for the government the price in cash, to which the 
owner of the commodity agrees, should be paid".^ ^ 
The following orders were passed: 
"With regard to the custom-house, it was agreed that, 
in future all possible precautions would be taken. With 
regard to custom collection at custom-house and 
khushki mandi, it was ordered that formerly agreed 
dasturs (rules, conventions) would be followed. 
Muhammad Yusuf, the amin of Chabutrai Kotwali 
would be replaced". '^' 
In all twenty-three demands of the merchants were agreed to and 
implemented.^ ^ Thereafter, Suhrab Khan gave assurances of fair treatment to 
the merchants personally. He went to Lalbagh and brought the merchants 
back.^ ^ This was followed by an exchange offcasts, presents and the house 
visits. ° 
Another occasion when merchants of Surat stood united, and defied the 
administration, paralysed the port business took place in 1726. They 
assembled outside the city and submitted their demands to Begler Khan, the 
86 
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qiladar, and to Sohrab Khan, the mutasaddi on 28* June 1726.^' According 
to the author of the diary, the main reason this time was an allegation levelled 
by the deputy news reporter, Gadai Beg Khan, against Ahmad Chellaby, one 
of the reputed merchant leaders of Surat.^ ^ Gadai Beg Khan in a news 
dispatch, sent both to the bakhshiul mulk at the imperial court and Suhrab 
Khan, alleged that "Ahmad Chellabi is a mischievous man and instigated the 
people to sedition". Next day the news spread throughout the city. Ahmad 
Chellabi felt highly insulted and so did his fellow merchants. They assembled 
near the fort and demanded an explanation from Begler Khan, the qiladar 
and his two nephews (Gadai Beg Khan and Teg Beg Khan).^ '* 
On 28"^  June 1726, a statement (mahzar) was drawn up in which 
Ahmad Chellaby was declared an honest and well behaved merchant who was 
concerned with nothing except the profession of commerce. The news 
conveyed by Gadai Beg Khan was characterized as mischievous, forged, 
improper and based on bazaar gossip.^ ^ On 6* July 1726, the merchants went 
still further. A petition, on behalf of the inhabitants of Surat cutting across all 
sections was sent to the imperial court. The import of the petition was as 
follows: 
"Begler Khan, the qiladar of the fort of Surat, has become 
unstable in temperament due to his old age and everything 
is done by his nephews, Gadai Beg Khan and Teg Khan of 
whom one is the news reporter of Surat. In recent days 
they have greatly harmed the merchants by purchasing 
things such as coral, scarlet, silk and cotton goods, etc. at 
91. 
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a quarter of their actual prices. And so each of the two 
brothers have collected four lakh of rupees. Besides this, 
they have collected ten to twelve lakhs of rupees under 
guise of permission fee for licence to build houses in 
the city and quarters (puras). No previous qiladar had 
done so. The construction of houses would contribute 
to the prosperity of the port. The petitioners prayed 
that the amount taken under these pretences be 
returned to the victims".^^ 
The inner dynamics remained the same. The tragedy of the 
situation was evident in the fact that when the merchants had won and it 
was for to choose their own ruler, the man they selected was Tegh Beg 
Khan. This gave only a temporary relief and the character of the 
administration remained what it was. The oppression of the merchants 
and the continuous quest for revenue continued as before. 
96 . Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 421 a-b. 
Appendix-A 
Pr'mce Khurram's N/sha/7 Issued on 13^ ^ December 1619^ 
Copy (nagl) issued on the second of the Jlahi month of dai, 13"" regnal year 
[i.e., 13"^  'December 1619 A.D.].^ 
Be it known to the officers (mutassaddis) incharge of the important 
affairs and matters at Surat, being encouraged, and hopeful of imperial 
favours and benevolence, that, whereas, the English have represented to His 
Highness [Shahjahan] that the officers at the port of Surat are preventing 
them from purchasing commodities that are exported from Hindustan to the 
Arabian Peninsula, and from importing and selling commodities, like coral, 
that they bring from the Arabian peninsula to Hindustan. Thus, now the 
cargo of coral, which the English have brought from their country, has not 
been allowed to be unloaded and sold. In the meantime, the petition of 
merchants residing in Surat has been received that 'the profits we [the local 
merchants] derive from trade in commodities of south-east Asia (zerbad) 
and in indigo has been snatched form our hands by the English. Our 
livelihood depends solely upon the sale and purchase of commodities, 
particularly the coral, brought from the Arabian Peninsula to Hindsutan'. 
Whereas it has transpired that, in this, the merchants at the said port are 
justified. His Highness has ordered that, hereafter, the English should not 
buy and sell merchandise exported from Hindustan to the Arabian Peninsula 
and imported from the Arabian Peninsula to Hindustan - especially coral; 
1 . B.M. Add. 405 (Had Roll 43, A, 4). 
2 . This document, being without reference to the issuing authority and dated in regnal year, could not 
have been identified, but for a brief mention of this order in a letter by William Biddulph and John 
Wilioughby to the Company {EFl, 1618-21, pp. 176-77). 
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they should deem the profits thereof to belong exclusively to the merchants 
resident in the imperial ports. It is, therefore, incumbent that the officers at 
the said port should obtain from the chief of the English and their 
merchants, a written undertaking in this kind, it is requisite that they [the 
officers] at Surat should no longer prevent them from selling the coral that 
they have already brought in at this time. Further, the English have 
represented that ever since the day they were evicted from the house of Arab 
Turbati^ they have not been provided adequately with proper 
accommodation. Thereupon, the world-commanding imperial order has been 
issued that if the heirs of Arab Turbati agree to the English staying in those 
houses and the officers also think it prudent - [copy apparently corrupt], 
they should be allowed to reside there. Otherwise, a place which is spacious 
enough to fulfil their requirements, and which they [the Surat officers] 
regard as proper, so that no disturbance may arise there from should be 
assigned to the English. Further, they [the English] have represented to His 
Highness that at the time when they unload their goods from the ships, they 
[the mutasaddis] do not assess the customs-dues {'ushur) and keep the 
goods waiting. It is incumbent that whenever they unload anything from the 
ships, they [the mutasaddis] should, in the presence of the English, assess 
the dues the same day, and not practise delay. They should permit them to 
take on their ships any merchandise they wish to, and not impose delay or 
The English were provided with a "dwelling house with a terrace, upper rooms and warehouses" 
by Khwaja 'Arab Turbati, in 1616, on lease for three years {Letters Received, vol. V, p. 74). After 
the expiry of the term of lease, the Mughal officials, presumably for security reasons, strictly 
forbade the heirs of 'Arab Turbati ('Arab Turbati had died in the meantime) from renewing the 
lease and ordered them to evict the English out of their house {EFI, 1618-21, p. 150). The English 
had now to accommodate themselves in three separate dwellings at some distance from one 
another, besides having to hire three other houses for warehouses and a set of stables. 
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obstruction. It is incumbent that they [the Surat officers] should, striving in 
exact conformity with His Highness' order, not deviate from what has been 
decreed. Written on the date mention at the top. 
Appendix - B 
The Parwana of Hakim Mashihuz Zaman, the Mutasaddi of 
Surat, dated 13 October 1636^ 
Hakim Masihuz Zaman's parwana to the respectable men and influential 
merchants of Bandar Abbas and all other ports and cities - (further heading 
omitted) 
The respectable men and influential merchants from among the 
residents of the port Bandar Abbas and all other ports and cities, after 
assurances of favours, are informed that His Majesty [complimentary 
epithets omitted] has appointed this faithful servant, the author of these 
lines, Masihuz Zaman, out of benevolence and compassion for his subjects, 
over the country of Surat and related jurisdiction, so that he may, supported 
by divine favour and imperial prestige, properly rectify the injustices and 
oppression committed on anyone, no matter how small. The very day I 
entered this territory [to take charge], I dispatched imperial forces against 
the rebels and refractory elements, and at regular intervals established posts 
(thanas) on the routes, so that from Sifew kurohs beyond the limits [of my 
jurisdiction], they should inform themselves of the carvans (qafila) that 
come here from every side, and attach escorts with them to bring them 
safely to the port of Surat. The day I entered the customs house (farza) I 
remitted that sawai, an innovation established during the last fifty years, 
whereby the goods and merchandise of the merchants were first over-valued, 
and then customs Cushur) assessed and realized. This action has attracted all 
Ms. Blochet, 482, BN, ff 139(a)- 140(a). 
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kinds of people to come to this port and settle here. God willing, anyone 
wishing to come to this place, shall find other favours conferred on him, 
according to his circumstances. Some mischief-makers who previously held 
charge here [Surat] have presently had the charge of Cambay conferred on 
them, because I do not accept it, since it involved loss. They have made 
false promises [to the merchants], which the experience of enlightened men 
conveys would be broken a thousand times. They are enticing the English, 
persuading them to abandon their trade with Surat, and drawn by false 
expectations, establish trade with Cambay. The enlightened men know that 
this would never come to pass. Even so, out of affection for the people of 
God, this has been written for them, so that they may not come to be 
cheated, and in pursuit of fancied profits, suffer a great loss. The ships of the 
English and the Dutch have all come by the grace of God to Surat, and 
thereafter upon leaving Bandar Abbas will, of necessity, come here again. 
The Dutch have given no need to the aforesaid [invitations of the Cambay 
government] and they shall, therefore, be distinguished by many concessions 
here. All merchants who wish to come abroad their ships to Surat should 
make the voyage with full assurance; God willing, their profits will grow 
from all kinds of blessings. A letter was sent abroad the ship of the English 
voyaging to that destination [Bandar Abbas]. Now, we are dispatching 
another letter so that it may serve as a firm reminder to friends. 
ConcCusion 
CONCLUSION 
Gujarat in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries could be deemed to 
be commercially the most advanced region of the Mughal Empire. From the 
view of their capital and extensive trading networks the mercantile classes of 
Gujarat deserve a study exclusively devoted to them, as the present thesis, with 
all its undoubted limitations has aimed to provide. 
Studies of the composition of modem business classes can seldom 
afford to neglect the national (German, Japanese, American, etc.) elements 
among owners of capital or their religious affiliations (Jews, Protestants, 
Hindu, etc.) or their traditional community-moorings (Armenian, Overseas 
Chinese, etc.), and it should not, therefore be surprising that ethnographic 
aspects v/ere quite important in the formation of the mercantile classes in 
Gujarat. We have seen that the Baniyas mostly Hindu or Jain, formed the 
dominant section of the local commercial classes. Among the baniya 
merchants, a process of specialization led to their division into two 
professionally distinct groups: the brokers {dallals) and the shroffs {sarraf}, the 
latter being bankers money changers. K.N. Chaudhuri notes that the institution 
of conducting business through brokers was all pervasive in India, only South 
India being an exception, and the baniyas dominated the profession. No 
transaction could take place without broker's knowledge. The sarrafs were 
exchange, deposit receivers and insurers. In a sense, however, their banking 
functions can be viewed as developments or extensions of financial brokerage 
between lenders and borrowers. Perhaps they did arise that way, and not only 
from being money-changers. 
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The most numerous of all Muslim merchants operating in Gujarat were 
the Bohras. A majority of Bohra merchants residing there adhered to the sunni 
sect while a minority belonged to different other sects. The Bohras mainly 
engaged in Oceanic commerce, and acquired important position as ship-
owners, trading to the Red Sea and South East Asia. 
Merchants congregated in towns and ports, wherever artisanal 
manufactures were available and there were marts and emporia for buying and 
selling. The importance of Ahmadabad during the 17^  century was due to a 
number of factors. The most important of them, perhaps, was the availability of 
commodities like indigo, textiles, saltpeter, precious metals, gems and pearls 
and many others in working at which its craftsmen excelled. It also served as 
an entrepot for the transit trade linked to Sindh in the north, and to the famous 
ports of Cambay and Surat. A well traversed route through Rajasthan led to 
Agra. The presence of foreign merchants and agents of European companies 
such as the English, Dutch and French underlined the economic importance of 
the city. The Gujarati merchants themselves were well organized and certainly 
carried a large proportion o trade. The city was a distributing centre as well, of 
goods coming from Sarkhej, Cambay, Surat and Burhanpur and supplied the 
needs of Baroda, Broach and other towns. It had trade relations with distant 
places like Mokha and Basra in the middle east and Java and Sumatra in south-
east Asia. 
When Gujarat became a part of the Mughal empire, its ports became 
very important for the exports and imports of the empire. The commodities 
were brought from far flung places in the interior to the ports of Gujarat for 
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export. The ports also became the main recipients of imported treasure and 
horses. 
The conquest of Khandesh in 1601 by the Mughals provided an 
alternative and convenient route for traffic between Surat and Agra via 
Burhanpur and Gwalior. The route via Burhanpur entirely passed through the 
imperial territories, and came to be preferred by most merchants for caravan 
trade outside of the rainy season. 
It is important to put flesh on the bare names of merchants that we hear 
of in our sources. This can, in the present state of information be done only 
selectively. We have been able to work out the biographies of three eminent 
merchants of their time, namely, Shantidas Sahu, Virji Vohra and Mulla Abdul 
Ghafur. 
How Shantidas manoeured both religion and state so successfully to 
achieve his mercantile ambitions are a quite rewarding subject of study. It is 
striking that his descendants carry on the tradition of their forefather's business 
and religious interests as Jains till today. It is a unique case of historical 
longevity of wealth enjoyed by any family. 
Virji Vohra was one of the most important merchants of the 17 
century Surat. He had supplemented commerce with banking. His vast sphere 
of commercial activity and his nearly 50-year dominance over the trade of 
Surat, puts him in the same class as the great East India companies so far as 
capital resources and turnover were concerned. He remains, as Braudel had 
held, a standing contradiction to the theory that Indian commerce only involved 
operations by myriads of pedlars. 
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MuUa Abdul Ghafur was undoubtedly the richest and most influential 
merchant of Surat at the end of the 17''' and early 18* century. The fortunes of 
the family of Mulla Abdul Ghafur, a Bohra Muslim merchant became well 
known to students of history through the attention it received from Professor 
Ashin Das Gupta. He was probably the greatest ship owner, Gujarat ever knew. 
His wealth was legendary, by one estimate it amounted to 8.5 million rupees. 
There is an aspect of capital investment that is often neglected in 
writings on merchants. This relates to their investment in real estate. We have 
seen in chapter IV how big merchants like Shantidas invested in real estate to 
diversify his physical resources. A very interesting details about his properties 
in Ahmadabad are forthcoming from a gift-deed he executed in favour of his 
son. The deed in fact, relates to the gift of five houses, which were not meant 
for personal use but for renting them out. This thus creates the impression that 
housing properties formed an alternative avenue of investment for profit, as is 
the case today. 
We have also seen how merchants' houses were situated. The 
descriptions of the blind alleys and sewages and drains such as navdan and 
abchak reflect, perhaps, a conscious efforts on safety and proper drainage. The 
ordinary merchants of Gujarat showed no tendency to have an exclusive 
locality to themselves, but lived in the same neighbourhood as persons of other 
castes and communities. 
Gujarati merchants faced in the European merchants, both possible 
customers and bitter rivals. In chapter V we have examined the Gujarati 
merchants tussle with the Dutch in the Indonesian archipelago. It is a story of 
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both conflict and collaboration, in which free (commanded by the Dutch, of 
course) won in the end. Within Gujarat on the other hand, the foreign 
merchants needed sought protection from the Mughal administration, pressing 
the Mughal Court to grant them various concession. In chapter VI we have 
analysed the contents of successive farmans were issued by Shah Jahan to the 
Dutch to safeguard their interests in various ways. 
There were foreign merchants besides the Europeans as well. The 
famous Turkish merchant Ahmad Challeby emerged as one of the most 
prosperous and powerful merchants of Surat during this period. The Challebi 
family ran a feud with the MuUa family which ultimately ruined both of them. 
It is important to stress, as we find in Chapter VII that the religious 
and cultural life of merchants did not impede their drive for profit 
accumulation. On the contrary, as I have argued in chapter VII the cultural 
activities of the Gujarati merchants served to facilitate the expansion of their 
commercial operations and so their wealth, as well. We should not assume that 
the merchants of Mughal Gujarat were not rational individuals, who would not 
see where their worldly advantage lay. Matters of the faith/religion did not in 
any way prevent the merchants from making rational calculations. Their 
religiosity and rational calculation in worldly matters should, perhaps, suggest 
that Max Weber's ascription of the origins of capitalism to Protestant theology 
is either erroneous or can be supplemented with analogies from Gujarat. 
In studying the conditions of Gujarat merchants, during the period of 
the Mughal Empire, a major issue that emerges is the nature of their 
relationship with the State. On this historians like W.H. Moreland, M.N. 
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Pearson, Ashin Das Gupta and Hiromu Nagashima have already commented in 
some detail, and it is now time to match our findings with theirs. 
Moreland thought that no large investment in fixed capital was 
possible in India because of 'ruinous extortions' by the state.^  He writes 
elsewhere that rich merchants were like 'fill'd sponges' for the Mughal ruling 
class.^  The merchants lived in a state of perpetual insecurity due to the fact that 
Mughal policy towards them and their property was arbitrary and 
uncontrolled.^  This thesis has been criticized by some other historians."* 
Pearson, for example in his work on Gujarat emphasizes "the autonomous way 
in which the Gujarati merchants, operating through their recognized leaders, 
negotiated with the English. To the officials this was a merchants' quarrel and 
thus of little concern to them".^  In other words the state was indifferent rather 
than directly tyrarmical, a variant of this view, but rather less unfavourable to 
the Mughal state is reflected in Ashin Das Gupta's description in his classic 
work on Surat: 
"The merchants lived in his own world and was 
expected to feud for himself The state neither exerted 
itself much to protect him, nor on the other hand, would 
it make life impossible for him".^  
Irfan Habib commenting on his works remarks, "Ashin [Gupta] in fact 
saw the Mughal empire as supportive of commerce by the mere fact of its 
1 . W.H. Moreland, India at the Death ofAkbar, London, 1920, pp. 50-2. 
2 . Ibid., p. 264. 
3 . India at the death ofAkbar, pp. 50-2,264-5. 
4 . Irfan Habib, "Potentialities of Capitalistic Development in Mughal India", Enquiry, Delhi, n.s., 
3, 3 (Winter 1971), pp. 47-53; Ashin Das Gupta, Indian merchants and the Decline of Surat, pp. 
89-90. 
5 . M.N. Pearson, Merchants and Rulers in Gujarat, pp. 119-120. 
6 , Indmn Merchants and the Decline of Surat, p. 15. 
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existence".' Nagashima, who has also studied this problem of merchants and 
their relations with state is of the opinion that protection was provided by the 
state to the merchants though its extent was quite limited.^  
After the collapse of the Mughal empire, the British take over of Surat 
during the closing years of the 18* century became possible due to an alleged 
baniya alliance with the English and the emergence of 'anglo-Bania Order' as 
argued by Lakshmi Subramanian.^  This thesis was built mainly on the evidence 
of large-scale transfers of Company funds from Bengal to Bombay through the 
agency of the sanafs and of the role played by the baniyas in Surat. However, 
no convincing case is really made of the entire perception of a 'Anglo-Bania 
order' and its more sudden disappearance. In 1759 the Banias' shift towards the 
English, was not by choice but by compulsion. The alternative was not the 
Mughal Empire but local chieftaincy. I trust that my study of Gujarati 
merchants' cultural milieu in Chapter VII show that there was no communal 
divide among the Gujarat merchant communities''' K.N. Chaudhuri's discovery 
of an 'Islamic pressure', a persistent religious persecution threatening Hindu 
mercantile prosperity in Gujarat which Subramanian seems to take as her 
starting point was based on two unsubstantial findings. First that 'it was 
unusual for a Hindu merchant to conduct business with a muslim'. And second 
that Surat disturbance of 1669 was far from being an isolated incident'. It is a 
7. Irfan Habib, 'Reading Ashin Das Gupta', in India and the Indian Ocean World: Trade and 
Politics, Ashin Das Gupta, Delhi, 2004, p. xxvii. 
8 . Hiromu Nagashima, 'Merchants and Rulers in Gujarat during the 17th century' in, cultural and 
Economic Relations between East and West: Sea routes, ed. H.I.H. Prince Takahito Mikasa 
Wiesbaden, 1988, pp. 89-96. 
9 . Lakshmi Subramanian, Indigenous Capital and Imperial Expansion, Delhi, 1996. 
10 . K.N. Chaudhuri, The Trading World of Asia and the English East India company. 1660-1760, 
pp. 150-1, Cf. India and the Indian Ocean world, p. xxv. 
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well known fact however, that the brokers of Muslim merchants were 
invariably reading of evidence in Chapter VII above goes, little or no religious 
considerations seem involved in matters of business, men of all religious 
persuasions working in close cooperation. We have indeed positive evidence of 
business partnerships between Hindus and Muslims and among other 
communities as well. 
In 1669 disturbance was not a communal riot, but a strike by baniyas 
against an oppressive quazi. It is worth noting that the sympathies of the local 
Mughal officials during the incident were clearly with the baniyas and not with 
Xheqazi}^ 
Cooperation did not however, exclude competition and invalry, 
inescapable in conditions of a necessarily imperfect market. But these had no 
traceable origin in caste or communal prejudice. Ashin Das Gupta rightly 
comments: rivalries grew among the merchants [of Surat] from personal 
reasons through accidents and from clashing interests in trade. There was no 
communal rivalry or tension among the merchants of Surat but feuds were 
common...".' 
As usual, it is difficult to add or subtract from Ashin Das Gupta's 
considered judgement. 
11, £f/i655-6P, pp. 192,205. 
12 . Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat, p. 14. 
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